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Case 1:04-cv-00073-LUM-WTL  Document 166 Filed 12/09/2004 Page 1 of 16

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA
INDIANAPOLIS DIVISION

CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC
Plaintiff,

V. : Civil Action No. 1:04-CV-0073 LIM-WTL

BELLSOQUTH CORPORATION,

CITIZENS COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY,
CONVERGYS CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS INTERNATIONAL, INC,,
QWEST CORPORATION, TELEPHONE DATA
SYSTEMS, INC,, and TRAQ-WIRELESS, INC.

Defendants.

PROTECTIVE ORDER

Pursuant to Rule 26(c) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, all discovery and other
materials exchanged by the parties or filed with the Court in the above-captioned action shall be

provided subject to the following conditions:

L. Any party or non-party may designate as “CONFIDENTIAL” or “ATTORNEY
CONFIDENTIAL” all or any part of any discovery and other materials exchanged by the
parties or filed with the Court, including without limitation, documents and things,
pleadings, motions, interrogatory answers, answers to deposition qﬁestions, and responses to

117629.00110/35632818v] a




Case 1:04-cv-00073-LJM-WTL  Document 166  Filed 12/09/2004 Page 2 of 16

requests for édmission, which contain sensitive and/or proprietary financial, patent,
trademark, copyright, trade secret, marketing, customer, research, or product development
information, or any other document or thing containing other information of such a nature as
to be protectable under Rule 26(c)(7) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. Except as set
forth in paragraph 7, such designations shall be made by stamping the document
“CONFIDENTIAL” or “ATTORNEY CONFIDENTIAL” or similar designation and shall be
as specific as the context of the information reasonably permits so as not to include non-
confidential information. All such designated discovery and other materials are referred to
herein as “Confidential Material.” Notwithstanding such designation, Confidential Material
does not include information obtained independently as to which no obligation of

confidentiality applies.

2. The ATTORNEY CONFIDENTIAL designation shall be limited to Confidential Material
that is technical, commercial, financial or marketing in nature and that the Disclosing Party .
reasonably and in good faith believes is so highly sensitive that ivt>s disclosure to an employee
of a Receiving Party would reveal significant business or financial advantages of the
Disclosing Party. It includes, without limitation, information that the designating party
reasonably and in good faith believes relates to (1) current business/strategic plans,
(2) technical product specifications and information, (3) sales, cost and price information
including future sales/financial projections, (4) non-public marketing information including
future marketing plans, (5) detailed sales and financial data, (6) customer lists, or (7) other

aii
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Case 1:04-cv-00073-LUM-WTL  Document 166  Filed 12/09/2004 Page 3 of 16

information of competitive, technical, financial, or commercial significance comparable to

the items listed in this paragraph.

3. Confidential Material shall be revealed ouly to Qualified Persons (defined in paragraph 4
below), their clerical, support and secretarial staffs, paralegals, and assistants and used only
for purposes of this litigation including preparation and trial of this action and any dispute
resolution process. Confidential Material shall.not be used for any other purpose including,

without limitation, preparation or prosecution of any patent application.

4, Confidential Material may be disclosed only to the following Qualified Persons:
(A)  For Confidential Material designated either CONFIDENTIAL or ATTORNEY

CONFIDENTIAL;

(i) Outside counsel of record in Case No. 1:04-CV-0073 LIM-WTL and their
members and associate attorneys (collectively, “dutside Counsel”), and in-
house counsel for each party; except that no Confidential Material designated
either CONFIDENTIAL or ATTORNEY CONFIDENTIAL by a defendant
shall be disclosed to any of the other defendants.

(i) Subject to paragraph 5 below, experts and third party technical service
contractors who are not present employees of any party, or of any

predecessof, parent or retated company of any party, who are requested by

alil
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Case 1:04-cv-00073-LIM-WTL  Document 166  Filed 12/09/2004 Page 4 of 16

Outside Counsel of the receiving party to furnish technical or expert services
in connection with this litigation.

(iti)  Third party contractors involved solely in providing litigation support
services to Outside Counsel,

(iv)  The Court and its personnel, including jurors,

(v) An officer before whom a deposition is taken, including any stenographic
reporter or videographer,

(vi)  Any other person agreed to by the parties or allowed by the Court.

(B)  For Confidential Material designated CONFIDENTIAL:
) Centillion Data Systems, LLC:
John Cauffman;
(i)  Convergys Corporation:

[To be determined. Notice of the person identified will be provided
to all parties by the defendant.];

(iti)  Qwest Communications International, Inc:

[To be determined. Notice of the person identified will be provided
to all parties by the defendant.];

(iv)  Qwest Corporation;

[To be determined, Notice of the person identified will be provided
to all parties by the defendant.];

5. Before any disclosure of Confidential Material of the producing party is made to an

individual pursuant to paragraphs 4(A)(i1) or (vi), Outside Counsel for the receiving party

aiv
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Case 1:04-cv-00073-LUM-WTL  Document 166  Filed 12/09/2004 Page 5 of 16

shall: notify counsel for the producing party in writing, at least ten (10) business days before
any such disclosure is made, of the identity of each such person. If the receiving party
intends to disclose any Confidential Material pursuant to paragraph 4(A)(ii), the receiving
party shall include such person’s curriculum vitae with its notification to the producing
party, If the producing party objects to such disclosure, it shall notify the receiving party
intending to disclose the Confidential Material in writing of its objection(s) prior to the date
on which the disclosure is intended to be made, Should the party intending to make the
disclosure disagree with the basis of the objection(s), the parties must first attempt to resolve
the objection(s) informally. If the informal efforts do not resolve the dispute within five (5)
days, the party intending to disclose may file a motion requesting that the objection(s) be
quashed after that five (5) day period has passed. The party intending to disclose shall have
the burden of proof by a preponderance of the evidence on the issue of the sufficiency vel
non of the objection(s). Pending a ruling by the Court upon such objection(s), the
Confidential Material shall not be disclosed to any person objected to by such producing
party.

Thereafter, before any disclosure of Confidential Material of the producing party is
made to an individual pursuant. to paragraphs 4(A)(ii), (vi), and 4(B), Outside Counsel for
the receiving party shall: provide the individual with ‘a copy of this Order; explain its terms;
and obtain the individual’s written agreement, in the form of Attachment A hereto, to comply
with and be bound by its terms, Copies of all written commitments in the lform of

Attachment A shall be provided to the producing party upon request.

ay

117629.00110/35632818v}




6.

Case 1:04-cv-00073-LUM-WTL  Document 166  Filed 12/08/2004 Page 6 of 16

Confidential Material may be disclosed to a witness at a deposition (a) if the witness is an
officer, director, or employee of the party who produced such Confidential Material, (b) if

the witness was formerly an officer, director, or employee of the party who produced such

Confidential Material, and the Confidential Material related to the period of his or her

service or employment, or (c) if the witness was copied on such Confidential Material.

Each transcript of any deposition shall be treated as CONFIDENTIAL or ATTORNEY
CONFIDENTIAL in part or in its entirety if notice is given on the record at any time during
the deposition or within a period of fifteen (15 days) after such transcript is actually received
by Outside Counsel for each of the parties. Within that fifteen (15) day period, however, any
party may designate different categories for the transcript. It shall do so by notifying all
parties, in writing, of specific pages and lines of the transcript to be either CONFIDENTIAL
or ATTORNEY CONFIDENTIAL or Non-Confidential. Each party shall attach a copy of
such writteﬁ statement to the face of the transcript and each copy thereof in its possession,
custody, or control. In the event of designations of different categories for the same text by
different parties, the parties will confer to reach agreement on the appropriate category.
Until the issue is resolved, the designated material shall be treated as the highest category of
protected material designated by anyone. If no designation is given by any party, the
material shall not be treated as Confidential Material. Persons to whom Confidential
Material may be disclosed under paragraph 4(B) may attend any deposition, except during

testimony which the producing party considers ATTORNEY CONFIDENTIAL.

avi
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Case 1:04-cv-00073-LJM-WTL  Document 166  Filed 12/09/2004 Page 7 of 16

8. Nothing in this Order shall bar or otherwise restrict any counse! herein from rendering legal
advice to his or her client with respect to this litigation and, in the course thereof, relying
upon his or her examination of Confidential Material; provided, however, that in rendering
such advice and in otherwise communicating with his or her client, such person shall not

make any disclosure of Confidential Material to any person not entitled to have access to it.

9. (A)  The good faith designation by counsel of Confidential Material shall, without further
proof, entitle such material to the protection of this Protective Order. If such
designation is questioned by any other party, then this Protective Order shall be
without prejudice to the right of either party to bring before the Court the question of
whether same is or is not of a confidential nature,

(B)  Inadvertent disclosure of Confidential Material, without identifying the same as
confidential, shall not be deemed a waiver of confidentiality with regard to similar or
related information nor shall it be deemed a waiver of confidentiality with regard to
the information inadvertently disclosed, if called to the attention of counsel for the

receiving party promptly.

10 (A)  All material filed with a court, which has previously been designated by a party as
comprising or containing Confidential Material, shall be endorsed with the caption of
the litigation; the words “CONFIDENTIAL MATERIAL” and “RESTRICTED
ACCESS ACCORDING TO COURT ORDER” as an indication of the nature of the

contents; and a statement in substantially the following form:

avii
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Case 1:04-cv-00073-LIJM-WTL  Document 166  Filed 12/09/2004 Page 8 of 16

“This envelope, containing documents which are filed in this case by
(name of party), is not to be opened nor are the contents thereof to be
displayed or revealed except by order of the Court or consent of the

parties.” ' |

(B)  Any party that electronically files any paper that reflects, contains or includes any
information or document subject to this Protective Order shall take the necessary

actions to ensure that the paper is filed and kept by thie Court under seal.

(C) The Clerk of this Court is directed to maintain under seal all material filed in this
Court in this litigation which have been marked or designated, in whole or in part,

“Confidential Material” in accordance with paragraph 10(A) of this Order.

(D)  Copies of any Confidential Material filed with the court prior to trial or received in
evidence at trial of this action, and any other materials falling within the terms of this
Order which are so designated at trial or at time of filing, shall be kept by the Clerk
of the Court, until further order of the Court. Where possible only those portions of

documents consisting of Confidential Material shall be filed in sealed envelopes.

Il If the receiving party disagrees with the confidential status of any document or other

material, the receiving party may, after conferring in good faith with the designating party,

aviii
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Case 1:04-cv-00073-LUM-WTL  Document 166  Filed 12/09/2004 Page 9 of 16

12,

13.

14.

make a request of the Court for an order removing it from the restrictions of this Protective

Order.,

In the event that a party seeks discovery from a non-party to this suit, the non-party may
invoke the terms of this Protective Order on Confidentiality with respect to any Confidential
Material provided to the parties by the non-party by so advising all parties to this suit in

writing,

Within sixty (60) days of termination of this litigation, including any and all appeals
therefrom, attorneys for the receiving party shall destroy all Confidential Material received
hereunder. All copies of Confidential Material received by others hereunder shall also be
dest;oyed. Notwithstanding the foregoing, Outside Counsel for the receiving party may
retain a copy of Confidential Material of a producing party, to the extent reflected or

contained in such Qutside Counsel’s work product or in materials filed with the Court.

Prompt written notice shall be given to any party who produced Confidential Material
hereunder, in the event that party’s Confidential Material is sought by any person ot a party
to this litigation, by subpoena in another action or by service with any legal process. Any
person seeking such Conﬁdentiali Material who takes action to enforce such subpoena or
other legal process shall be apprised of this Protective Order, Nothing herein shall be
construed as requi‘ring anyone covered by this Protective _Qrder to contest a subpoena or

other process, to appeal any order requiring production of Confidential Material covered by

aix
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15,

16.

this Protective Order or to subject itself to penalties for non-compliance with any legal

process or order,

In the event that Confidential Material designated by the producing party in accordance with
paragraph 1, above, is disclosed by the receiving party to any person other than the Qualified
Persons defined in paragraph 4, above, or is disclosed in any manner or for any purpose
inconsistent with the terms of this Order, the party responsible for the disclosure, within ten
(10) days of Outside Counsel’s awareness of such disclosure, must bring all pertinent facts
relating to such disclosure to the attention of Outside Counsel for the producing party and
without prejudice to the rights and remedies of the producing party, make every reasonable
effort to prevent further disclosure of it and prevent further disclosure by each person who

was the eventual recipient of the Confidential Material.

Inadvertent production of documents or information subject to the attorney-client privilege
or work-product immunity shall not constitute a waiver of such privilege. After receiving
notice from the producing party that documents or information subject to the attorney-client
privilege or work-product immunity have been inadvertently produced; the receiving party
shall not review, copy, or disseminate such documents or information. The receiving party

shall return such documents or information to the producing party immediately.

The foregoing is without prejudice to the right of any party to apply to the Court for further

protection or disclosure relating to discovery.

ax
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18, Nothing in this Protective Order shall prejudice the right of any party to oppose production

of any information for lack of relevance, privilege, or any ground other than confidentiality.

19.  Confidential documents produced by the parties prior to entry of this Protective Order shall
be considered nunc pro tunc to have been produced pursuant to the terms of this Protective

Order.

20.  Nothing in this protective order shall in any way restrict any party's ability to present any
evidence at any conference, hearing, proceedings or trial in this action, no matter how such

evidence may have been designated.

117629.00110/35632818v] axi
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Dated; December 9. 2004 s/ Leonard D. Steinman

Leonard D. Steinman
BLANK ROME LLP
The Chrysler Building
405 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10174

Michael C, Greenbaum

Victor M. Wigman

Michael D, White

Peter S. Weissman

Denise Lane-White

BLANK ROME LLP

The Watergate

600 New Hampshire Ave. NW
Washington, DC 20037

Grant S. Palmer
Matthew J. Siembieda
BLANK ROME LLP
Orne Logan Square
Philadelphia, PA 19103

David C. Campbell

Hamish S. Cohen

BINGHAM MCHALE LLP
2700 Market Street

Indianapolis, IIN 46204-4900
Phone: (317) 968-5362,
Facsimile: (317) 236-9907
dcampbeli@binghammechale.com
heohen@binghammichale.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff, Centillion Data
Systems, LLC
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Dated: December 9, 2004
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Document 166
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s/ James Dimos

Filed 12/09/2004 Page 13 of 16

James Dimos

Joel E. Tragesser

Randall R. Riggs

LOCKE REYNOLDS LLP

201 North Illinois Street, Suite 1000
P.0. Box 44961

Indianapolis, IN 46244

Mark D. Wegener
Edward Han
Matthew J. Moore

"HOWREY SIMON ARNOLD & WHITE

1299 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Washington, DC 20004

Attorneys for Defendant, Convergys
Corporation
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Dated: December 9, 2004

Document 166  Filed 12/09/2004  Page 14 of 16

s/ James W, Riley, Jr.
James W. Riley, Jr.
RILEY BENNETT & EGLOFF LLP
. 141 East Washington Street, Suite 400
Indianapolis, IN 46204

Vincent J. Belusko

Hector G. Gallegos

MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP
555 West Fifth Street

Suite 3500

Los Angeles, California 90013-1024

Attorneys for Defendant, Qwest
Communications International, Inc. and
Qwest Communications

APPROVED and so ordered this 9th day of December, 2004,

117629.00110/35632818v1

NN U
Hon. William T, Lawrence, Magistrate Judge

United States District Court
Southern District of Indiana
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57} ABSTRACT

Telecommunications or similar bills are prepared on’

diskette in an optimal format for further processing,
display, and analysis on popularly-available, inexpen-
sive personal computers. A telecommunications carrier
provides, for participating customers, appropriately
selected billing records at the stage in the carrier's ordi-
nary billing process after the carrier has completed all
billing activities except actually printing a paper bill.
This ensures that the information ultimately supplied on
diskette will exactly correspond to that on the paper
bill. In a first step, preferably performed on a large
computer, the records are sorted, edited and reformat-
ted into an optimal organization for further processing
on a personal computer. In addition, a varety of pre-
processed summary reports and graphs are prepared for
rapid retrieval on the customer's computer. In a second
step, preferably performed on a network of smaller
computers, the reorganized records and summary re-
ports for each customer are separated, compressed, and
recorded on diskettes compatible with each customer’s
personal computer. A user application program on the
customer's computer displays and analyzes the billing
information supplied on diskette, including the billing
records, preprocessed summary reports and graphs, and
prepares new summary reports on demand.
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1
BILLING SYSTEM

This application is a continuation of application Ser.
No. 07/393,699 filed Aug. 14, 1989,

REFERENCE TO MICROFICHE APPENDIX

A Microfiche Appendix to this patent application,
comprising 5 sheets of microfiche, contains 454 frames
of computer program listings illustrating a preferred
embodiment of the computer software code contem-
plated by the invention disclosed herein.

" FIELD OF THE INVENTION

This invention relates generally to billing systems,
and more particularly to systems for processing and
displaying, under the control of a service customer,
usage and cost information for services rendered to a
customer by a service provider such as a telecommuni-

(3 somnany nradit card commeanvy, o
cations company, credit card company, or the like,

The invention relates partxcularly to systems for pro-
cessing and displaying, under the contro} of a telecom-
munications service customer, usage and cost informa-
tion for telecommunications services rendered to the
customer by a telecommunications service provider,
and to systems for providing telecommunications bill-
ing information in a form compatible with popularly
available personal computers and popularly available
personal computer operating systems and database man-
agement programs to permit selection, processing and
display of usage and cost information under control of
the telecommunications customer.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

Telecommunications costs have become a major ex-
pense for many large businesses and other organiza-
tions. Today's competitive business climate requires
immediate communications between components of an
organization and between the organization and its sup-
pliers and customers. This need alone has produced
over the last twenty years a dramatic increase in the use
of traditional telecommunications services such as ordi-
nary switched telephone service, leased-line telephone
service and telex, typically provided by wireline com-
mon carriers. In addition, many non-traditional modes
of electronic communications, such as facsimile and a
variety of computer networking schemes use, as a trans-
mission medium, either traditional or new telecommuni-
cations services offered by wireline carriers,

Organizations are under great pressure to reduce
telecommunications costs while continuing to make
available to their personnel and correspondents tele-
communications services of acceptable quality and
quantity. In order to minimize costs, attention is increas-
ingly focused on analysis and processing of call-detail
records to discover waste, unauthorized use, and sav-
ings opportunities which may arise from more efficient
selection of carrier facilities.

For example, lengthy calls from a particular station
may indicate inappropriate or inefficient use of the tele-
phone by authorized personnel. A large number of calls
to a particular geographical region may indicate that
leased lines or tie-lines are economically justified. Since
many telecommunications services are priced on a dis-
tance- and time-of-day-sensitive basis, and since several
telecommunications carriers provide differing calling
and volume discount plans, customers may avail them-
selves of additional savings opportunities by appropri-

w

2

ately routing traffic over the lowest cost facilities and
by contracting for special discounts based on usage
information obtained from such analyses. A further
requirement for call-detail record processing is to per-
mit large organizations to pass along telecommunica-
tions charges to the originating department or other
internal unit. .

Such analysis and processing is hampered, because
even large-volume telecommunications customers typi-
cally now receive a paper bill itemizing long-distance
calls and other telecommunications charges by originat-
ing station. This paper bill is often the exclusive means
by which the customer may obtain detailed information
concerning telephone calls and other transactions from
which charges arise. Further analysis is usually not

provided by the cartier.
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In order to process and analyze call-detail informa-
tion on their own, customers have adopted a variety of
techniques, but each of these has significant disadvan-

[ nfrm An g hill mav ha annluzad noing
tages. The information on 2 bill may be analyzed using

non-automated methods, but these methods are not
feasible for large customers, and even for the smallest
customers are extremely expensive and error-prone.
Since automated processing is preferred, some custom-
ers manually key-punch or machine-scan the paper bill
into a computer system. While this approach somewhat
reduces the cost of the analysis, the data entry steps
remain expensive and error-prone.

Other customers may receive from the carrier 8 ma-
chine-readable tape containing call-detail records, but
to the inventors’ knowledge these tapes either carry
unrated call information (i.e. the records do not include
the cost of the call) or lack certain rating details without
which it is impossible to exactly reconcile information
on the tape with the paper bill. In addition, the type of
tape media used, and the manner in which the informa-
tion is organized on such tapes, require that an expen-
sive mainframe-class computer be used to analyze the
data.

Apparatus has also been developed which may be
continuously connected to each outgoing station, tele-
phone line or similar facility used by the customer and
which records certain details concerning every outgo-
ing transaction or call made over that facility. The re-
cords thereby produced may then be processed by a
computer to apply an appropriate rating algorithm and
arrive at an approximate cost for each tramsaction.
However, since the customer’s recording equipment is
not identical to the equipment used by the carrier to
acquire call-detail records, some discrepancies are vir-
tually sure to occur, and these discrepancies will be
propagated to the final results of the analysis, In addi-
tion, since the carrier’s calling plans and tariffs may

~ change frequently, a great deal of effort is required on
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the part of the customer to maintain up-to-date and
otherwise accurate rating algorithms for processing the
records,

Accordingly, the need: exists for a system which pro-
vides to large-volume telecommunications customers

‘the ability to conveniently and affordably analyze and

manipulate call-detail and other telecommunicetions
transaction information by computer, and which pro-
vides results which exactly correspond with the infor-
mation printed on the customer’s paper bill.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

This invention contemplates a system combining
standard data processing hardware and specially de-
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signed software for distributing to large-volume tele-
communications or other service customers telephone
bills, credit card bills, and the like on diskettes compati-
ble with commonly available small and inexpensive
personal computers for customer-directed display and
in-depth analysis. In brief, telecommunications or other
service customers wishing to rececive a diskette tele-
phone or credit card bill subscribe for this service with
their carrier or credit card company. A participating
telecommunications carrier or credit card company
(more generally: & “service provider,” or simply *'pro-
vider") extracts from its data processing facilities appro-
priately sclected billing information for such subscriber.
The provider then supplies this information to a “pro-
cessor”', who, according to the invention, segregates the
billing data by subscriber, appropriately preprocesses
the billing data to produce a variety of in-depth billing

—
(=]

-
w

analyses in the form of graphs and summary reports,

and reorganizes boih raw and analyzed billing data into
- an optimal format for storage, manipulation, and display
on commonly-available personal computers, The “pro-
cessor” writes this information onto one or more dis-
kettes compatible with the subscriber’s personal com-
puter, and distributes these diskettes to the subscriber.
The subscriber, using an inexpensive personal computer
and compatible software according to the invention,
can display and analyze the telephone bill with greater
efficiency, accuracy and flexibility than possible using
the conventional paper bill. By appropriately selecting
the billing information obtained from the service pro-
vider, the invention provides a telephone, credit card or
other bill on diskette which is exactly reconciled with
the paper bill.

One aspect of the invention includes an application
software package, capable of running on a small com-
puter (such as an IBM Personal Computer or compati-
ble computer), which under the direction of the user
can:

1. display the telephone bill (or selected subsets

thereof) in its ordinary (paper-like) format;

2. display the bill (or selected subsets thereof) sorted
in non-conventional order (e.g. call detail records
sorted by length of call);

3. display a variety of preprocessed summary reports
and graphs useful in analyzing telecommunications
costs; and

4, display non-preprocessed reports according to
user-formulated ad-hoc queries,

The information listed above may also be printed or
written to a disk file in the user’s computer for further
processing by other software, such as a commercially
available database management program which runs on
an IBM-compatible personal computer. Information
displayed by the inventive customer software is exactly
reconciled with that printed on the customer’s paper bill
through means described below,

Another aspect of the invention involves the use of
appropriate method steps and apparatus and control
software for obtaining appropriate billing information
from carriers and physically rearranging this informa-
tion in such a manner that it is optimally pre-processed
and reformatted into a form appropriate for efficient
and rapid use in subscribers' personal computers, and
writing the information in this format on compatible
diskettes containing for distribution to subscribers

These functions may be performed by a third party
processor engaged in the business of providing such
services to service providers and their subscribers, or by

[N
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the provider itself or perhaps even by a large corporate
subscriber,

In the specific ¢ase of telephone billing, the bulk of
the billing information used or supplied by a telecom-
munications carrier to the third-party processor for the
purpose of preparing customer bills would consist of
telephone-call-detail records including a carrier-
assigned customer identification code, the originating
station number, the called station number, a billing code
classifying the type of call (e.g., night, evening or day),
the length of the call, and the actual billed cost of the
call according to the carrier’s tariffs, volume discounts,
and other billing plans. The carrier provides additional
billing records to account for equipment rental charges,
monthly service fees, payments, adjustments, taxes, and
any other items affecting the amount billed to the cus-
tomer.

According to the invention, the processor receives a
subscriber's billing records from the carmier ata stage in
the carrier’s ordinary billing process after the carrier
has posted to the subscriber’s account all charges and
credits, has performed all billing-related calculations for
that subscriber, and is ready to print a paper bill, By
selecting this specific stage of carrier bill processing
from which to extract billing information, the invention
ensures that the information supplied on diskette will
exactly correspond to that on the paper bill.

Extensive processing is required to put the informa-
tion received from a carrier into an optimal form for use
on a personal computer, According to the invention,
this processing is divided into two stages.

The first stage reformats data received from the car-
rier, segregates the records pertaining to each sub-
scriber, analyzes billing data for each subscriber to gen-
erate a variety of preprocessed summary reports and
graphs, and organizes the data into a table format suit-
able for loading into the particular database system used
to manage this data on the subscriber’s personal com-
puter. In practice, since it is expected that the processor
will receive a large number of records from carriers and
the analysis performed on these records is extensive,
this first stage of processing would be preferably per-
formed on a mainframe-class computer, and is accord-
ingly referred to hereafter as “mainframe processing.”

The second stage of processing receives the informa-
tion processed. by the first stage, compresses this infor-
mation into a more space-cfficient format, for each sub-
scriber writes this information on a diskette compatible
with that subscriber’s personal computer, and generates
quality-control information useful in maneging and
tracking the production of diskette bills. These second-
stage functions can be performed on a network of PC-
class computers and is accordingly referred to hereafter
as “PC processing."”

Once diskette bills are produced in the *“PC Process-
ing” system, the resulting diskettes are mailed to cus-
tomers who may use PC-compatible software accord-
ing to the invention (the “user application”) to display
and analyze their bill. When the user receives the dis-
kettes, the information thereon must be decompressed
and loaded into a PC database using facilities provided
by a user application program according to the inven-
tion. This user application preferably uses commercially
available database software, such as “RBASE", a popu-
lar database package available for IBM-PC-compatible
computers, to manage the billing records received on
diskette, Except for a8 small amount of historical infor-
mation wsed for certain graphs and summary reports,
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the database can contain only one “bill" at any time.
When a new bill is received, the previous bill may be
archived to a non-database file (flat file) on the user’s
disk for convenient retrieval. The new bill then replaces
the old bill in the user application database.

When writing information into the database, the user
application employs commercially available software
routines, such as RBASE-specific database interface
routines. When reading information from the database,
the user application either uses the commercially avail-
able interface routines, or a set of proprietary tree tra-
versal routines (disclosed in the Microfiche Appendix)
which substantially improve retrieval efficiency when
reading sorted data from keyed tables. Thus, while the
user application stores information in a database accord-
ing to the RBASE storage mode}, the RBASE program
per se is not required. However, a customer who hap-
pens to own a copy of RBASE could use it to obtain
information from the database in ways not provided by

aoolication
appailaiiln.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

These and other features of this invention will be best
understood by reference to the following detailed de-
scription of a preferred embodiment of the invention,
taken in conjunction with the accompanying drawings,
in which:

FIG. 1is a block diagram showing an overview of the

tha vwons
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data flow in a telephone billing system according to the

present invention;

FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2 are a block diagram showing an
overview of the data flow in the “Mainframe Process-
ing” segment of the system of FIG. 1;

FIG. 3 is a block diagram showing an overview of the
data flow in the *“PC processing” segment of the system
of FIG. 1;

FIG. 4 is a block diagram showing an overview of the
data flow in the “User Application” segment of the
system of FIG. 1;

FIG. 5 is a flow chart of the “main processing sec-
tion" for a first processing program designated
TPSBO10 which is used in the “Mainframe Processing™
segment of FIG. 2;

FIGS. 6-1 and 6-2 are a flow charl of the “initializa-
tion” section for the aforesaid first processing program
used in the “Mainframe Processing" segment of FIG, 2;

FIGS. 7-1 and 7-2 are a flow chart of the “input data
editing” section for the first processing program used in
the “Mainframe Processing” segment of F1G. 2;

FIG. 8 is a flow chart of the “call detail accumula-
tion” section for the first processing program used in
the “Mainframe Processing™ segment of FIG. 2;

FIG. 9 is a flow chart of the “station number break
processing” section for the first processing program
used in the “Mainframe Processing” segment of FIG, 2;

FIG. 10 is a flow chart of the “customer break pro-
cessing” section for the first processing program used in
the “Mainframe Processing” segment of FIG. 2;

FIG. 11 is a flow chart of the “end-of-file processing™
section for the first processing program used in the
*Mainframe Processing” segment of FIG. 2;

FIG. 12 is a flow chart of the “main processing"”
section for a2 second processing program designated
TPSB020 which is used in the “Mainframe Processing"
segment of FIG. 2;

FIG. 13 is a flow chart of the “initialization™ section
for the aforesaid second processing program used in the
“Mainframe Processing” segment of FIG, 2;
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FIG. 14 is a flow chart of the “erroneous customer
data rejection” section for the second processing pro-
gram used in the ‘*‘Mainframe Processing” segment of
FIG. 2; )

FIGS. 15-1 and 15-2 are a flow chart of the “write PC
transfer tape records” section for the second processing
program used in the “Mainframe Processing” segment
of FIG. 2;

FIG. 16 is a flow chart of the “end-of-file processing™
section for the second processing program used in the
“Mainframe Processing” segment of FIG. 2;

FIGS, 17-1 and 17-2 are a flow chart of a program
used in the “PC Processing” segment of FIG. 3 for
reading a mainframe-produced tape;

FIGS. 18-1 and 18-2 are a flow chart of a program
used in the “PC Processing” segment of FIG. 3 for
loading billing data onto PCcompatible diskettes;

FIG. 19 is a flow chart of a program used in the *PC
Processing” segment of FIG. 3 for creating a main-
frame-readable export tape;

FIG, 20 is a flow chart of the “main-menu” section
for a customer-service file maintenance program which
can be used in the “PC Processing” network of FIG. 3;

FIG. 21 is a flow chart of the “add new carrier”
section for a customner-service file maintenance program
of FIG. 20;

FIG. 22 is a flow chart of the “edit existing carrier”
section for the customer-service file maintenance pro-
gram of FIGS. 20 and 21;

FIG. 23 is a flow chart of the “add new customer”
section for the customer-service file maintenance pro-
gram of FIGS. 20-22;

FIG. 24 is a flow chart of the “edit existing customer™
section for the customer-service file maintenance pro-
gram of FIGS. 20-23,

FIG. 25 is a flow chart of the “display errors” section
for the customer-service file maintenance program of
FIGS. 20-24; )

FIG. 26 is a flow chart of the “display reports™ sec-
tion for the customer-service file maintenance program
of FIGS. 20'25;

F1G. 27 is 2 flow chart of the *“system maintenance”
section for the customer-service file maintenance pro-
gram of FIGS. 20-26;

FIGS. 28-1 and 28-2 are a flow chart of the “main
menu” section for the aforesaid “User Application”
program of FIG. 4;

FIGS. 29-1 and 29-2 are is a flow chart of the “'display
billing inquiry” section for the “User Application" pro-
gram of FIG. 4; FIGS. 30A-1, 30A-2, and 30B are flow
charts of the “display call detail” subsection of the *dis-
play billing inquiry™ section for the “User Application™
program of FIG. 4;

FIGS. 31A-1,.31A-2 and 31-B are flow charts of the
“display cal! summary” subsection of the “display bill-
ing inquiry” section for the *“User Application” pro-
gram of FIG, 4;

FIG. 32 is a flow chart of the “graph data” section for
the "User Application” program of FIG, 4;

FIG. 33-1 and 33-2 are a flow chart of the “graph
historical usage” subsection of the “graph data" section
for the “User Application” program of FIG. 4;

FIG, 34-1 and 34-2 are a flow chart of the “graph
hourly call distribution” subsection of the “graph data”
section for the “User Application Program” segment of
FIG. 4;
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FIGS. 35-1 and 35-2 are a flow chart of the “system
utilities” section for the “User Application” program of
FIG. 4,

FIGS. 36-1 and 36-2 are a flow chart of the “load new
data” subsection of the “system utilities” section for the 3
“User Application Program” segment of FIG. 4.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE
PREFERRED EMBODIMENT

Qverall Systern Summary 10

The mainframe processing aspect of the invention
involves four major activities: a first sort, an editing and
table accumulation program, a second sort, and transfer
tape production program. The billing information may 15

be received from one or more telecommunications car-

riers via magnetic tape, disk, or data communications
lines (referred to heresfter for simplicity &s “billing
tape” or simply “tape”). The information is received in
formats roughly corresponding to the logical record 20
layouts according to which that information is stored in
each carrier’s data processing facilities. Because this
information will be obtained from the carrier as unstruc-
tured (flat-file) dumps of their accounting databases,
records for a particular customer may appear in several 25
files and consequently may be widely distributed along
the tape. Therefore, in the first sort, the system first
sorts all billing data received on the carrier tape by
customer identification code and originating station
number to group all records for a specific customer
together. .

The editing and table accumulation program per-
forms the bulk of the mainframe processing work, This
program handles the entire set of records received on
the carrier tape in one pass, processing one record at a s
time. Since these records have been previously sorted
by customer identification code and originating station
number, each record is edit-checked to ensure that the
appropriate type of data is contained in each field. Since
the invention contemplates receiving billing informa-
tion from multiple carriers, a generic internal record
format is defined, to which each billing record received
from various telecommunications carriers is converted
according to a carrier-specific algorithm. For most
records in the input stream (and particularly call-detail
records), the editing and table accumulation program
generates a corresponding output record in the generic
format, In addition, this program accumulates data to
produce for each customer a variety of precalculated
summary reports and graphs which are included on the
diskette bill and are thus available for display on the
user's personal computer with minimal additional per-
sonal computer processing. These include the follow-

w
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number of calls, length, and total call cost for each

accounting or project code;

number of calls, length, and total cost for day, eve-
ning and night calls for each carrier;

number of calls, length, and total cost of calls of each ¢g
call type;

number of calls, length, and total cost for day, eve-
ning, and night calls to cach terminating area code;

number of calls, length, and total cost for calls of each
product type (i.e. carrier’s marketing plan); 65

number of calls, length, and total cost for day, eve-
ning, and night calls from each site or location
identifier;

8 :
number of calls, length, and total cost for calls made
from each originating station and authorization
code;
graphs showing historical usage by month; and
graph showing number of calls made by hour of the

y.

While these tables could be generated on the sub-
scriber’s personal computer by conventional methods
using information present in call-detail records without
the mainframe preprocessing contemplated by this in-
vention, this would require a time-consuming front-to-
back scan of the entire contents of the database, By
preprocessing these tables on & computer with greater
processing and storage resources, the present invention
optimally makes the most commonly-needed reports
and graphs immediately available upon the user’s re-
quest, at the relatively modest expense of additional
mainframe processing and additional PC database stor-
age requirements.

In order to pass the preprocessed report information
along to the user’s personal computer via the diskette
bill, the editing and table accumulation program gener-
ates new information records in addition to those from
the input stream which are merely edited and reformat-
ted. The ultimate target of the carrier-supplied billing
information is a database located on the user’s personal
computer, which database is organized, at the logical
level, into a number of tables. To permit subsequent
processing steps to identify the information contained in
records, each record which is outputted by the editing
and table accumulation program has a record-type iden-
tifier, specifying the particular database table to which
the record belongs.

Two additional activities are performed during the
mainframe processing segment to prepare the data for
transfer to a “'PC Processing” network. After the edit-
ing and table accumulation program has completed, a
second sorting step sorts the output file by customer
identification code and record-type identifier to place
the records in an optimal order for creating diskette bills
and for Joading the information on the diskette into the
database on the user’s personal computer. At this point,
a file exists on the “mainframe” computer in which, for
each customer whose billing information appeared on
the carrier billing tape, all records are grouped consecu-
tively, and among the records for a particular customer,
all records of a specific type are grouped consecutively.
A transfer tape production program sdds control re-
cords expected by the “PC Processing” software at the
beginning and end of this file, and surrounding the data
for each carrier, customer, and table within the file. The
output of the transfer tape production program is then
written to a tape which will be transported to the “PC
Processing” network.

In order for the customer to display and further ana-
lyze this edited and preprocessed information using the
customer's personal computer, it must be placed on
PC-compatible diskettes. According to the invention,
the production of such diskettes is optimally performed
using a network of PC<lass computers. The diskette
production segment is therefore referred to as “PC
processing.” .

The “PC Processing” network reads the tape con-
taining mainframe-processed billing records, and for
each customer represented thereon produces one or
more diskettes compatible with the customer’s personal
computer and containing that customer’s telephone bill
information. The network is preferably implemented
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using commercially available IBM Token-Ring hard-
ware and Novelle network software, A Tape Controller
PC (TCPC) with a disk drive and a 9-track tape drive is
used to read the tapes produced by the mainframe. Two
File Server PC's (FSPC's) with large disk drives tempo-
rarily store billing information read from mainframe
tapes until diskette bills have been successfuily pre-
pared. Also stored on the FSPC's is a master database
used to track tapes and diskette bills which have been
prepared by the system. Several Loader Controller PCs
(LCPC’s), each controlling an automated diskette
loader, manage production of diskette bills. The auto-
mated diskette loader includes a diskette drive con-
nected to the LCPC and a mechanical arrangement
controlled by the LCPC which can insert and remove
diskettes without operator assistance.

The “PC Processing” network operates under the
contro] of several programs which manage the produc-
tion of diskette bills. A transfer tape transcription pro-
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to the service, entries are made in the master database.
An export tape production program extracts certain
customer information from this database (particularly
the customer's carrier-assigned identification number
and a separate customer ID assigned by the *“proces-
sor™) to produce an export tape which may be sent to
the mainframe computer to update customer databases
which may be stored thereon.

Detailed System Description

FIG. 1is a data flow overview of a system in accor-
dance with this invention for distributing PC-compati-
ble diskette telephone bills to large-volume telecommu-
nications customers. In brief, telephone. communica-
tions customers 24 wishing to receive diskette telephone
bills subscribe for this service with their telephone car-
rier 10, Participating carriers 10 provide appropriately
selected billing information 12 for such all participating
subscribers to a “processor” company 13 which, ac-

gram reads information from the mainframe-produced
transfer tape. For each tape read, an entry identifying
the tape is placed in the master database, For each cus-
tomer found on the tape, the transfer tape transcription
program Jooks up the customer’s record in the master
database to determine which size and capacity diskette
that customer requires. The transfer tape transcription
program then determines which of the automated dis-
kette loaders is capable of producing that diskette, and
identifies the least busy loader, The transfer tape tran-
scription program obtains the next available disk con-
trol number (DCN) (a tracking number uniquely and
serially assigned to each set of diskettes produced by the
system) from the master database. The transfer tape
transcription program then copies all the data for the
current customer from the tape onto a file server subdi-
rectory assigned to the identified loader. The transfer
tape transcription program makes a number of house-
keeping entries in various database tables and begins
processing the next customer’s data from the mainframe
tape. .

On each loader controller PC, an automated loader
control program manages the actval production of dis-
kette bills. The automated Joader control program con-
tinually examines the file server subdirectory assigned
to the automated diskette loader it controls. When the
automated Joader control program finds a file in this
subdirectory, it copies the file onto a disk in the loader
controller PC, applying a data compression algorithm.
Data compression reduces the number of diskettes
which must be produced for customers with large num-
bers of call-detail records. In addition, compression
enhances security, since without facilities provided by
the user application on the customer’s personal com-
puter, the information would be difficult to decode. The
automated loader control program then copies the com-
pressed data onto one or more diskettes, instructing the
automated loader to insert and remove diskettes as re-
quired. When the automated loader control program
finishes preparing diskettes for a particular customer, it
automatically examines its assigned file server subdirec-
tory to determine if files for additional customers are
available.

The master database on the “PC processing” network
maintains an inventory of tapes received, diskettes pro-
duced, and other customer-service related information,
A package of inquiry and update programs is available
1o customer service agents cnabling them to maintain
and gquery this database. When new customers subscribe
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cording io onc aspeci of ihe invention, segregaies the
billing data by subscriber, performs a mainframe com-
puter preprocessing step 14 to produce a variety of
in-depth billing analyses in the form of graphs and sum-
mary reports 16, and reorganizes both raw and analyzed
billing data into an optimal format 18 for storage, ma-
nipulation, and display on commonly available personal
computers (referred to herein as “PC's™). The processor
13 then performs a PC processing step 20 which writes
this information onto one or more diskettes 22 which
are compatible with the subscriber’s personal computer,
and distributes these diskettes to the subscribers 24,
Then the subscriber, using an inexpensive personal
computer 25 and PC-compatible software according to
another aspect of the invention, can display and analyze
a telephone bill with greater efficiency and flexibility
than possible using the conventional paper bill, By ap-
propriately selecting the billing information 12 which is
obtained from the subscriber’s carrier, however, the
invention provides a telephone bil] on diskette which is
exactly reconciled with a standard paper bill supplied
by the carrier.

_ The PC aspect of the invention includes an applica-
tion software package, capable of running on an IBM-
PC-compatible computer 25 and capable (under the
direction of the end user) of: 1) displaying the telephone
bill or any portions of the telephone bill in its ordinary
or paper bill format; 2) displaying the bill or selected
portions of the bill sorted in a non-conventional order
(for example, call detail records sorted by length of
call); 3) displaying a variety of pre-processed summary
reports and graphs useful in analyzing the subscriber’s
telecommunications costs; and 4) displaying non-pre-
processed reports according to user-formulated ad-hoc
query requests.

But extensive processing is required to put the infor-
mation 12 received from the carrier into an optimal
form for use in a personal computer 25, and it is this
processing which is carried out on the mainframe class
computer 14, The steps of obtaining and reerranging
appropriate billing information obtained from the car-
rier 10 are outlined in FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2, which is a
block diagram showing an overview of the data flow in
the “mainframe processing” segment 14 of FIG. 1.

" Mainframe Processing

FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2 illustrates a batch program in
which billing information from one or more telecom-
munications carriers 10 is received via magnetic media
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or tclephone communications channels in formats
roughly corresponding to the logical record layouts
according to which the information is presently stored
in each carrier’s data processing facilities. Appropriate
data is selected from the carrier's accounting databases
and written to tape 46 in an unstructured, flat-file for-
mat. The invention contemplates that the records for
any given communications customer will most likely
sppear in several files in a non-serial fashion and conse-

quently will be widely distributed along the length of 10

the tape. Accordingly, a program TPSBOI0 is responsi-
ble for retrieving the information from the tape and
performing an extensive and complex mainframe pro-
cessing procedure in order to reduce the information to
a form which is sufficiently compact and compatible to
be subsequently manipulated on a personal computer.
The operation of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2 first performs a
sort 48 on the entire input data from tape 45 to produce
an intermediate file 50 containing the original informa-
tion rearranged in customer number and station number
order. In step 52 a number identifying the telecommuni-
cations carrier for which the bills ar to be produced is
read. It is contemplated that this information will be
retrieved from ecither an operator’s console, an 80-
column card, or any other suitable input device, The
TBSBO10 program shown in step 54 edits and reformats

w

the data into a format that the target PC 25 can process.

The processing in step 54 contemplates that abort mes-
sages and other operator response or intervention can
take place during processing as indicated by step 56. All
edit error information and balance control information
is compiled in a report 16A, which is a portion of the
report output 16 of FIG,

As a result of processing step 34, records in a format
designated “PCdata," customer numbers with invalid
data, and balance control information all move to re-
spective temporary storage files on respective data stor-
age disks 1, 2, and 3, as shown by steps 60, 68 and 70, In
addition to reformatting the original billing records,
program TPSBOI0 accumulates summary reports and
graphs for each customer and incorporates this data as
additional records in file 60. Each record outputted by
program TPSBO010 includes a numeric record type iden-
tifier, SORT 2 (step 62) reorganizes the records in inter-
mediate file 60 by customer number and record type,
placing the results into temporary file 64, For cach
customer, al} records of a particular type are now
grouped together,

The data in temporary files 64, 68 and 70 is used by a
second mainframe program known as TPSB020 as indi-
cated by step 66. The latter is designed to convert the
data into a PC-compatible data stream which is then
stored on a 9-track tape medium in step 72. During the
processing indicated in step 66 abort messages may be
received as shown by step 74. On completion of the
processing by program TBSB020 and writing of the
final data to the 9-track tape, all edit error information
and balance control information is compiled as reports
16B, which corresponds to a portion of the reports
indicated at 16 in FIG. 1.

Attention is directed next to FIG. 3 which is a block
diagram overview of the data flow in the “PC process-
ing” segment 20 of F1G. 1. The PC processing system
has a tape reader 78 which reads the 9-track tape that
was prepared in step 72 of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2. The out-
put of the tape reader 78 is fed to a TCPC (Tape Con-
troller PC) 80, which could be an IBM PC AT class
machine, PS/2, or equivalent product having a 20-
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megabyte hard disk drive 81. Upon reading the tape
information the PC 80 drives printer 82 to prepare an
identification labe! for each individual customer dis-
kette. The PC 80 also drives a second printer 84 which
prepares mailing labels for the individual customers’
diskettes.

PC B0 stores the data received from the reader 78 on
a local area network 83 which includes one or more
FSPCs (file server PCs), such as a file server #1, desig-
nated 84, and a file server #2. designated 86. This local
area network may employ any standard local area net-
work architecture approprizate for micro-class comput-
ers such es a ring, token ring, or other distributive area
network system. It is also contemplated that this local
area network will be driven by software commonly
available for Jocal area networks, such as that produced
by such companies as Novelle and 3-Com.

For each customer, billing records received from the
PC 80 by the local area network are temporarily stored
in a file on either file server #1 or file server #2, de-
pending upon a determination by PC 80 as to which
server has fewer files waiting to be processed in its
queue. Attached to file server #1 is a personal computer
labelled 88, and a counterpart is attached to file server
#2 designated 90, which are both available for on-line
handling of customer service inquiries and updating
transactions as necessary. )

Each file server 84 and 86 transmits through the local
area network individual customer information to be
placed upon respective individual customer diskettes by
one or more LCPC'’s (loader control PC's) which may
be micro-class personal computers 92, 94, and 96 having
respective 20-megabyte fixed disk drives 93, 95 and 97.
Attached to each of these micro-computers are respec-
tive 53" and 34" floppy diskette loaders 98, 106 and 102
which transfer the individual customer information
onto individual customer diskettes of the required size.
This data is preferably stored on the floppy disks in a
compressed format,

FIG. 4 is a block diagram overview of the data flow
in the “‘user application” segment 24 of FIG, 1. The
floppy diskettes 22 (see also FIG. 1) are those which
were produced on the loaders 98, 106 and 102 of FIG.
3. Each set of diskettes 22 constitutes an individual
customer’s telephone bill as supplied by the processor
13 of FIG. 1, arranged in & particular manner that facili-
tates rapid manipulation by the -customer's personal
computer running a user application program 105 ac-
cording to this invention, which has been previously
supplied to the customer by the processor 13 or carrier
10 of FIG. 1.

The user application program 105 includes a user
application database file 108. This file is maintained on a
fixed disk in the user’s personal computer and stores the
information for a single telephone bill (i.e. 2 single
month’s billing for a single customer) for rapid and
flexible information retrieval, The database file has a
structure compatible with a sclected commercially
available data basc management system program, pref-
erably a program widely sold under the name
“RBASE.” In step 106, information from a new diskette
bill 22 (which was compressed as described in the sec-
tion discussing FIG. 3) is restored to uncompressed
form and loaded into the database file 108. Since the
database file 108 may contain only a single month’s bill
(except for a small amount of historical trend informa-
tion), each time a new diskette bill 22 is received, any
previous bill in the database must first be removed. The
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user application program 105 will store such previous
bills removed from the database file 108 in non-database
(i.e. “flat”) archive files 110, which may be reloaded
into the data base file 108 from time to time for further
analysis. )

The user application program then performs a step
112 which selects the appropriate data necessary to
prepare reports of different types and extract specific
information from the available data base. The resulting

reports my then be printed out as standard reports or ad-

hoc inquiries 114, preprocessed reports 120, graphic
reports 126 or a payment coupon for transmission along
with payment of the bill to the telecommunications
carrier 10, The first three reports can also be written to
storage files 116, 122 and 128, or displayed on the video
screen of the customer’s personal computer 25 as indi-
cated at 118, 124 and 130 respectively.

TPSBO10
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Ve now turn our attention to FIG. §,

vhich ie o 1A

chart showing details of the main loop of the TPSB010
program 54 used in the mainframe processing segment
of FIGS. 2.1 and 2-2, and FIGS. 6-1 and 6-2 which is
the initialization routine carried out before entering the
main loop illustrated in FIG. 5.

Apart from branching to program junction P2 which
jumps to other program routines discussed below, the
initialization routine of FIGS. 6-1 and 6-2 begins with
step 178 where the program reads a carrier control data
card 180 (or other information input device) identifying
the telephone communications carrier whose individual
customer records are currently being processed. Pro-
gram step 182 then determines whether the carrier iden-
tification number is a valid carrier number. If the an-
swer is negative, then in step 184 the program advises
the operator of a program abort condition. Then the
operator will be required to perform some manual pro-
cess (step 186) before the program aborts as indicated
by step 188, If a valid carrier identification number is
detected by the system at step 182, however, then in
step 190 the customer information is read from an input
file 192, which corrcsponds to the data file 50 of FIG. 2.

The next step is 194, which detects an abnormal abort
condition, i.e. no data at all in the file, If step 194 detects
an end-of-file condition, then in step 196 the operator is
notified of an abort condition, thus requiring a manual
response 198 by the operator, after which the program
is aborted at step 200.

If an abnormal end-of-file condition is not d:tectcd at
step 194, however, then a second end-of-file (EOF) test
194 is performed to detect a normal end-of-file condi-
tion, i.e., one which occurs at the conclusion of normal
processing, The reason why test 194 only detects abnor-
mal end-file-conditions is because its input comes from
step 190 at the beginning of an input record read. Test
195, in contrast, has a second input coming from pro-
gram jump P8 in FIG. §, which occurs repeatedly for
each individual record. The affirmative output of step
194, therefore, goes to jump point P3 leading to ‘the
end-of-file processing routine described below in con-
nection with FIG. 11. Conversely, the negative output
of test 194 goes to step 202 which will initialize the
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whether processing of that customer has been com-
pleted and processing of a new customer started. It does
this by determining whether the current customer ID
number is or is not equal to the one processed by the
previous processing cycle. If they are not equal, then a
new customer is being processed and the program
jumps at junction P4 to a customer break processing
routine which continues at FIG. 10, described below,
Subsequently, the main loop of FIG. 5 is reentered at
program junction AS.

If the customer ID’s are equal, however, then there is
no customer break and the program proceeds in step
154 to test whether there has been a change in the cur-
rent customer’s station ID number. If there has been a
change, the program jumps at PS5 ta the station number
break processing routine discussed below in connection
with FIG, 9, and the main loop of FIG. 5 is reentered at
junction AS.

If the station number continues to be the same as on
the last processing cycle, however, then the program
jumps at branch point P7 to an input data editing rou-
tine discussed below in connection with F1GS. 7-1 and
7-2. The main loop of FIG. § is then reentered at point
A7, where program step 162 determines whether there
are any errors. If there are, the program immediately
goes to step 174, to read the next record from tempo-
rary file 50 (F1G, 2), and exits through a program jump

. P8 to the error detection routine described above in
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working storage space and set up the control fields for

customer processing and proceed to program branch
point A4 which enters the main loop of FIG. 5.

At this point step 148 of the main program loop deter-
mines whether the program is continuing with the same
customer as on the previous processing cycle, or

connection with FIGS. 6-1 and 6-2.

If there are no editing errors, the program jumps to
branch point P§ leading to the call detail accumulation
routine of FI1G. 8, discussed below, and the main loop of
FIG. 5 is reentered at program point A6 leading to step
170 which writes a call detail record (also referred to as
“record type 4”) to a file 60 on data storage disk 1
(FI1GS. 2-1 and 2-2). The program glso then goes on to
perform step 174 and jump to program point P8 as
described above.

We turn next to FIGS. 7-1 and 7-2 for a detailed
discussion of the “input data editing” section of *main
frame processing” segment TPSBO10 of FIGS. 2-1 and
2-2, The overall purpose of this step or process is to
determine if an error condition exists as to any of sev-
eral factors reviewed in the customer’s telephone infor-
mation, and to produce the necessary operator reports
and files as to any crror conditions detected.

Starting with program jump P7 from FIG. 5 de-
scribed above, the first step 206 of this data edit process
is a determination by the program of whether the cus-
tomer identification number for the currently processed
customer consists of only numeric values and of
whether these values are greater than 0. If this determi-
nation is negative, then step 208 will notify the system
operator that the program is aborting and that the pro-
gram will be held frozen until the required operator
response 210 is received. Then the program will abort
as indicated by step 212.

Should the test of step 206 be afﬁrmanvc, however.
then the customer identification information is passed
on to step 214 to determine if the telephone station
number of the telephone call currently being processed
is numeric and has a greater value than 0. If not, then
program step 216 will set an error switch. Then at step
218 a determination is made whether the telephone call
duration information for the currently processed tele-
phone call is numeric and is greater than 0. If that condi-
tion is not true, then an error switch is set in step 220,

A60
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In step 222 the program determines whether the
charge amount for the currently processed telephone

call is numeric and greater than 0. Should that be false

then an error switch is set by step 224. Should the
charge amount be numeric and greater than 0O the cur-
rently processed call information is then passed on to
step 226 which determines if an error switch has been
activated by any of the above-described steps 216, 220
or 224, If so, the program invokes step 228 to create an
error report which may be written directly to disk 2 as
described above (step 68 of FIG. 2), The error report
created by step 228 also is written by step 232 to another
file on disk 1 which corresponds to step 60 of FIG. 2..In
any case, the program then sends the currently pro-
cessed telephone call information on to program junc-
tion A7 which reenter it into the main loop data flow of
FIG. &.

For more information regarding the call detail infor-

maticn sccumulation nrocess of the *

‘
malsn accumu.aiion procsss ol ‘mein frame pro-

main frame pro
cessing” program of FIG. 2, we now turn to the flow
chart of FIG, 8. This routine is entered at program jump
point P6 coming from the main program loop of FIG. 5
described above. The first step 238 accumulates the
total number of calls, their duration, and their charges
according to a standard geographic breakdown known
as “NPA." The next step 240 does the same accumula-
tion, broken down by call types, i.e., evening, off-hour
or daytime full rate cails. The next step 242 does the
same accumulation, broken down by customer station
number. The information accumulated by steps 238, 240
and 242 is then returned for processing via program
jump A6 for reentry into the data flow of the main
program loop of FIG. 5.

For a more detailed understanding of the station num-
ber break routine we now turn to FIG. 9, which is a
flow chart of the station number break processing sec-
tion of the “mainframe processing” segment TPSB010
of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2, This routine is entered via pro-
gram jump point P5 coming from the main loop of FIG.
S, In the first step 246 a “statsum rec” or station sum-
mary record (also designated a record type 5) is created
and written to output disk 1, corresponding to step 60 of
FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2). This is a summary of total telephone
usage in terms of the number of calls, call duration and
charges, broken down by geographical area and call
type, for a given customer calling station. This record is
written to file 60 of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2. The next step 250
accumulates station sum records for all customer sta-
tions, broken down by call duration and charges, for the
current customer. Then in step 252 the program resets
the station accumulation fields and break fields to their
initial values before going on the next station for the
current customer.

We now come to FIG. 10 which is a flow chart of the
customer break processing section of program
TPSBOIO used in the “mainframe processing”™ segment
of FIGS. 2.1 and 2-2. This routine is entered by way of
program jump P4 from the main loop of FIG. 5. The
program’s first step 258 prepares and writes a “‘carsum
rec” or carrier sum record (also designated record type
3) which covers the same information as the “statsum
rec” of FIG. 9 but contains the total figures for all
telephone calls and their duration and charges for all
customer stations for a given customer and a given
telephone carrier. This information is then sent for on-
line storage to a file on disk 1, corresponding to step 60
in FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2. Similarly, step 262 prepares and
writes to disk 1 (step 60 of FIG. 2) a “NPAsum rec” or
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NPA summary record (also designated record type 7)
which contains the same information broken down geo-
graphically, e.g., by area code. The next step 264 pre-
pares and writes to disk 1 (step 60 of FIG. 2) a “code-
sum rec” or code summary record (also designated
record type 6) which contains the same information
broken down by call type code, i.e., evening, off-hour
or daytime full rate calls.

The next step 268 prepares and writes a report 16A
(see also FIGS, 2-1 and 2-2), containing customer detail
balancing information. Next in step 272 the carrier to-
tals are accumulated, broken down by calls, duration,
and charges. Theresfter in step 274 the program resets
the customer accumulation fields and customer break
fields, after which the program jumps via junction Aé
back to the main program loop of FIG. §.

We now refer to FIG. 11 which is a flow chart of the

“end of the file processing” section for processing pro-
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segment of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2. This routine starts with
program jump P3 from the “end of file” test 194 of the
initialization routine of FIGS. 61 and &-2. It then pro-
ceeds with step 284 in which the program prepares and
writes the information for a carrier control record (also
known as record type 1) to disk 1 of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2,
a procedure which corresponds to program step 60 of
FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2. Next step 288 prepares and writes a
balance control record to disk 2 of FIG. 2, & procedure
which corresponds to program step 68 of FIG. 2. Next
step 292 writes a balancing report to file 16A of FIG. 2,
which corresponds to a portion of report 16 in FIG. 1.
Thereafter the entire job is terminated.

TPSB020

For details of the TPSB020 program portion of the
main processing procedure illustrated in FIGS. 2-1 and
2-2, we turn first to the flow chart of FIG. 12 which
represents the main program loop, and the flow chart of
FIG. 13 which represents an initialization routine. The
“initialization" procedure of FIG. 13 begins with step
320 which represents the reading of an information
stream 321 consisting of information coming from files
64, 68 and 70 and information coming from file 60 after
it has been sorted by step 62 in the mainframe process-
ing program of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2. This information is
then written to a temporary online storage file 322, In
step 324 this information stream is tested to determine if
an end-of-file condition is present. If it is present in step
326 the program immediately sends an abort signal
which requires an operator response 328 to abor the
system at step 330,

If no end-of-file condition exists, the information
stream is sent on to step 332 to test for the presence of
type one record, a carrier control record. If a carrier
control record is not present the program at step 334
ceases execution and requires an operator response 336
which causes the system to abort at step 338, If the
carrier control record is present, then the next stép 340
is to set up working storage and control fields, after
which the program returns via program jump A12 to
the main processing loop of FIG. 12, where it enters at
program point P12, .

In the main loop of FIG. 12 the system first seeks to
determine at step 300 whether an end-of-file condition
exists. If so, then there is a program jump A13 to pro-
gram point P13 in the end-of-file processing routine of
FIG. 16, described below. If an end-of-file condition is
not encountered, then the input data stream 321 (see
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FIG. 2) is read in step 308 and written to an ouline
storage file in step 310 to be used by other portions of
the processing system. Step 308 is also executed when
the main loop of FIG. 12 is entered at program point
P14 coming from jump A14 of the “write PC transmit
tape” routine of FIGS. 15-1 and 15-2, discussed below.
After step 308 the program exits at point A15 and jumps

-to entry point P15 of FIG. 14, to which we turn next. ,

FIG. 14 is a flow chart of the “check customer error”
_.routine of for the processing program TPSB020 used in
the "mainframe processing” section of FIGS, 2-1 and
2-2. Entry into the routine of FIG. 14 is 2t program
point P15. The first program step 344 is used to test for
an end-of-file condition, If such a condition is present
the system must next determine at step 346 whether the
customer number was contained on the customer error
file 60 (see FIGS. 2-1, 2-2, 7-1 and 7-2). If the answer is
yes, then in step 348 that, fact is printed in an edit error
report 16B (see FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2) which represents a
portion of report 16 in FIG. 1. If the answer 10 tesi 346
is negative, or after the entry to error report 16B is
made, this routine exits at point A12, and reenters the
main loop of FIG. 12 at entry point P12,

If the end-of-file test at step 344 is negative, the pro-
gram must then determine at step 352 whether there is
an error, but the error does not affect the customer 1D
number (i.e., the current customer number equals the
correct customer number). If so, then the program at
step 354 accumulated the duration and charges and the
number of the customer’s calls by reading the input file
data stream 321 (step 356), writes that information to a
temporary file 358, and exits at Al6 to the program
routine of FIGS, 15-1 and 15-2.

If at step 352 there is an ervor and the current cus-
tomer number is not equal to the correct customer num-
ber, then the system must determine at step 364 whether
the error customer number is greater than the correct
customer number. If that condition is found, then the
system must determine at step 366 whether the cus-
tomer was on the error file. If the customer appears on
the error file then the information is passed on to be
reported on error report 16B mentioned above. There-
after, or if the result of test 366 is negative, the program
exits from this routine at A12 to reenter the main loop at
P12 in FIG. 12,

If at step 364 there is an error and the current cus-
tomer number is not greater than the correct customer
number, then the system must determine at step 372
whether the error customer number is less than the
correct customer number, If that condition is found,
then at step 374 the error information from file 68
(FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2) is read and written to a temporary
file 376, after which the routine exits at A12, reentering
the main loop of FIG. 12 st P12. If the test performed in
step 372 is negative, however, the routine exits at A16
to enter the routine of FIGS. 15-1 and 15-2 at P16,

FIGS. 15-1 and 15-2 is a flow chart of the “write PC
transmit tape” section for the TPSB020 processing pro-
gram used in the “mainframe processing” segment of
FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2. It starts out at step 380 where the
program determines whether the current record type
being processed is the same record type as was previ-
ously cycled. If that condition is false then step 382
determines whether a “start” record exists. If so, then
the program will write a PC “end” control record to
the file in step 384. In either case, it will next determine
the corresponding record type in step 386 and in the
next step 388 write a “'start” PC control record.
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In the event of a negative answer to test 380, or after
the conclusion of step 388, step 330 then reads the re-
cord type of the current record. Steps 392, 400, 406,
412, 418, 424 and 430 in turn then determine if the cur-
rent record type is 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, §, or 7 respectively. If it
is 2 record of type 1, then step 394 writes a “‘carder
control” record to be placed on the nine-track main-
frame tape 72 which was discussed in connection with
FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2, Similarly, If it is a record of type 2,
3,4, 5, 6, or 7, then steps 402, 408, 414, 420 426 and 432
respectively writes “customer control, carrsum, calldet,
statsum, codesum” and “NPAsum” records respec-
tively to the nine-track mainframe tape 72. In each case,
after the tape 72 is written to, the program routine in
step 398 accumulates the balancing totals and then exits
via program jump A4 to entry point P12 of the main
loop, FIG, 12.

FIG. 16 is a flow chart of the *“end of file processing”
section for the TPSB020 program used in the “main-
frame processing” segment of FiGS. 2-1 and 2-2. This
routine is entered at program point P13 coming from
Jjump point A13 of the main loop, FI1G. 12. At step 436
the program reads the balance information record 438
previously stored online in file 70 of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2.
The program next determines in step 440 whether an
end-of-file condition exists. If so, the program in step
442 will notify the operator of a program abort and halt
execution until there is an operator response 444, after
which the abort step 446 takes place. If the end-of-file
test is negative, then a determination must be made
whether the accumulated totals are equal to the balance
record totals, If not, then in step 450 the program per-
forms an abort sequence 450, 452, 454 similar to the
previously described sequence 442, 444, 446,

If the test at step 448 is affirmative, however, then the
program’s next step 456 is to add the PC end data char-
acters onto the data streain records and write it onto the
nine-track tape 72 of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2, after which the
program terminates.

PC Processing

‘We now turn to the programs used in the “PC pro-
cessing” segment of FIG. 3 for the reading of a main-
frame-produced tape. FIG. 17 is a flow chart of the PC
processing system’s first program, designated
“SBPROCO!—read mainframe produced tape.” This
program begins at step 460 where it reads the output
data tape 72 which was created in FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2,
and which contzins the processed carrier telephone bill
data, The program’s next step 462 is to obtain the cur-
rent tape number and log it to a tape contro} table, (At
the same time, the tape creation date and time, the num-
ber of records on the tape, the number of customers on
the tape and the cartier ID are logged to the tape con-
trol table at 462.)

Next, in step 464 the system reads the “start cus-
tomer” record which in itself is not the data but delimits
the data belonging to a particular customer’s billing
information. The system then goes on to determine if an
end of tape condition exists in step 466. If such a condi-
tion does not exist then in step 468 the program searches
for the customer number in a customer table (CustTab).
The program then in step 470 determines the disk type
(51" or 34") required for the particular customer by
looking at the information in the aforesaid CustTab
tables. The program then in step 472 checks the Loadr
Tab (loader table) to obtain a proper loader number for
the required size of target diskette, thus choosing be-
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" tween 53" loaders 98 and 106 on the one hand and 3§”
loader 102 on the other hand. The program then in step
474 goes on to determine which loader (if there is a
choice of two or more) has the smallest number of data

files in its queue, and selects that one as a means of §

maintaining an even processing flow to the loaders,

The program in step 476 then reads a system parame-
ters (SysParam) table to determine the next file control
number (FCN), after which it updates the SysParam
wble, Afterward the program at step 478 copies the
customer data to the disk file. In step 480 the program
then adds a record to update a file control table; and in
step 482 it produces a summary report of the transac-
tions just described. If required, at step 484 it produces
an error report, The program then loops back and reen-
ters the program sequence at the start customer reading
step €64, and recycles.

At step 466, if the determination is that there does
exist an end-of-tape conditon, then the program pro-
ceeds in step 488 to update the tape control tables
(TapCnTeb) and in step 490 to produce a summary
report. If required, in step 492 it produces an error
report. At this point, the routine described in FIG. 17
ends.

We now turn to FIGS. 18-1 and 18-2 which is a flow
chart of the program referred to as SBPROCO2, the
loader control program used in the “PC processing”
segment of FIG. 3. This loader control program begins
its processing in step 494 by reading a configuration file
into its memory. This enables the system to determine
what is online and what are the requirements of the
individual customer disketies are. The program in step
496 then checks the appropriate subdirectory on the
hard disk where the customer data file would be lo-
cated, and performs a test 498 to determine if there is
such a data file,

If the determination in step 498 is that the required
data file does not exist, then the program loops infinitely
back to steps 496 and 498 until it finds that such a file
exists to be processed. By the use of this infinite loop,
the system can continually poll or check to see if a file
to be processed has been entered into the appropriate
subdirectory.

If step 498 determines that such a file does exist, then
the program in step 504 seeks out the oldest file in the
appropriate directory, and in step 506 it reads and com-
presses that file and writes it to the local hard disk drive
“C:". In step 508 it then gets the next available disk
control number from the system parameters table (Sys-
Param) so that it has the information necessary to for-
mat the target diskette in the appropriate manner. At
the same time this operation updates the system parame-
ter table by incrementing the disk control number by
one.

The next program step 510 obtains 2 copy of the
processing file created in step 506 above and copies that
processing file to the disk loader in order to create the
actual diskette data file. The program then at step 512
prints the disk labels and mailing labels. The next step
514 in the operation obtains from the system parameter
(SysParam) tables the next available invoice control
number and advises the system parameter table to incre-
ment the value by one.

The program then at step 516 creates the appropriate
invoice record and prints a paper invoice at step 518
from which the customer can pay the telephone bill.
Thereafter the program gets & disk control number
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(DCN) record (step 520), updates the fields of that re-
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cord (step 522), and adds the record to a disk control
(DC) table (step 524). It also updates the CustTab table
mentioned previously (step 526), prepares @ data disk
summary report (step 528), and if necessary produces an
error report (step 330). Thereafter the program loops
back to reenter the subdirectory check step 496 and the
described process is repeated as many times as neces-
sary.

FIG. 19 is a flow chart of 2 program designated
SBROCO3 used in the “PC processing” segment of
FIG. 3 for creating a mainframe-readable export tape.
This is used by the mainframe processing system in
updating its list of valid customers and producing the
appropriate data streams for individual customer billing
in future processing cycles, The program begins at step
534 where it reads the aforementioned system parame-
ters (SysParam) table to determine what the next avail-
gble export tape control (EXN) number is. It then ob-
iains the nexi record from the aforementioned CusiTab
tables in step 536, reformats it and written to the export
tape in step 538,

The program next looks for an end-of-file condition
in step 340 and if the condition does not exist, it loops
back to step 536, to get the next CustTab record. If the
end of file condition is affirmative, however, the pro-
gram in step 544 updates the export tape control tables
(ExpCnTab) and in step 546 it prints a summary report
of the export tape processing. This terminates the ex-
port tape routine.

PC Maintenance Program

We now turn to a program for updating the end-user
program as changes in service conditions may require,
This program is operated on the computers 88 or 90 of
the network of FIG. 3 by the processor company when-
ever the needs of the telephone company or its subscrib-
€rs require.

FIG. 20 is a flow chart of the main-menu section for
the above-mentioned file maintenance program. The
program is menu-driven, and the main menu display 348
allows a determination of what areas the processor
wishes to change. In steps 550, 558, 566, 574, 582 and
592 the program determines whether the operator has
selected submenu 1 (the carrier menu), submenu 2 (the
customer menu), submenu 3 (the error menu), submenu
4 (the reports menu), submenu 5§ (the system mainte-
nance menu, or chooses to exit to DOS (the IBM per-
sonal computer operating system), respectively. If none
of the above are selected, the program loops back to the
start and continues to search for an operator selection
from the main menu. The submenu choices mentioned
above lead to program jump points 1.0, 2.0, 3.0, 4.0 and
5.0 respectively which are traced to their appropriate
program routines in the following discussion.

FIG. 21 is a flow chart of the “Add New Carrier”
section for the file maintenance program. When the
*Add New Carrier” submenu is invoked this routine is
entered via program jump 1.0 from FIG, 20. At that
point step 596 gives the operator the option of using the
escape key on an IBM PC keyboard, and if that key is
invoked then the operator is returned to the main menu
of FIG. 20 as indicated at step 598. If the escape key is
not invoked, then the operator instead may invoke the
add-carrier function key, whereupon program step 600
which will produce a data entry display 602 on the
video screen.

If the operator inputs new information into the dis-
play 602, the program will determine in step 606 if the
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new information has a proper carrier ID. If there al-
ready exists a carrier ID on file for the new carrier, then
the system will display an error message 608 indicating
that fact, and the program loops back to step 604 for
reentry of the information. If there is no carrier ID on
file as determined in step 606, then the program st step
610 will display a query message *Add Record to Car-
rier File?" If in response to that query message an
" escape key is actuated, then at step 612 the program will
return to submenu 1. If, on the other hand, in response
to the “Add Record To Carrier File?” prompt, some
other action is taken by the operator, the files will be
updated accordingly. In addition, in step 616 the fields
of the data entry form 604 will be cleared and the pro-
gram will back to step 684 to accept further manual data
input.

If the operator selects some action other than the add
carrier function in step 600, the program exits at point
1.2 to go to another routine illustrated in FIG. 22, The
latier figure is & flow chart of the “Edit Existing Car-
rier” section for the file maintenance program. Another
option 618 on the carrier submenu is editing the carrier
information. If the operator chooses this option, the
program in step 620 asks if the operator wishes to
choose a carrier ID which is already on file. The pro-
gram then determines in step 622 if the chosen carrier
ID is in fact on file. If not, the program in step 624 will
display an error message and loop back to step 620 to
ask again if the operator wishes to use an old carrier ID.

But if at step 622 it is determined that the selected
carrier 1D is already on file, then the program in step
624 displays the relevant carrier record, and at step 626
asks the operator for any changes to the carrier record,
It then updates the carrier record.in step 628, If the
carrier is {0 be deleted, the program in step 630 queries
the user, and upon receiving an affirmative answer, then
in step 632 it carries out the deletion and loops back to
submenu 1. If the result of step 630 is in the negative,
indicating that the carrier is not to be deleted, the pro-
gram will also return to submenu 1,

It the edit carrier query of step 618 is answered in the
negative, in step 634 the program will ask whether the
operator wishes to browse through the carrier files. If
the user responds negatively, then the user is returned
directly to submenu 1. If the answer is affirmative, then
the program in step 636 will display the information
contained in the carrier file. When the operator finishes
browsing through the carrier file, exit is to submenu 1.

FIG. 23 is a flow chart of the “Add New Customer”
section of the file maintenance program used in the “PC
Processing” network of FIG. 3. This routine is entered
from program point 2.0, which represents a jurop from
program point 2.0 of FIG. 20. The first determination
made by the system at step 638 is whether the operator
wishes to exit the display customer menu. An affirma-
tive answer, indicating by invoking the escape key,
results in a return to the main menu (step 640), Should
the operatar choose to invoke some other key, then the
“Add Customer” query is displayed in step 642. If the
operator does not choose the “Add Customer" option,
then the program jumps at 2.2 to the “Edit Existing
Customer” section of the file maintenance program,
which is discussed below in connection with FIG. 24.

If the operator chooses the *Add Customer” option
offered in step 642, then the appropriate data entry form
is displayed in step 646. Then is step 648 the system
“accepts the new information entered into the data form
and in step 650 proceeds to check whether the new
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customer identification number is already on file. If so,
then an error message is sent to the display in step 652
and the program loops back to step 643 10 accept new
data entry once again. If the new customer ID is not
already on file, then the program will proceed in step
654 to add a record to the customer file,

The program in step 656 then offers the operator an
option to escape from the current submenu and return
to submenu 2 in step 658 if the operator invokes the
escape key. Otherwise, the program in step 660 will
clear the fields on the data entry form and loop back to
step 648 for the acceptance of additional new customer
information.

FIG. 24 is a flow chart of the “Edit Existing Cus-
tomer” section for the customer service file mainte-
nance program. It is entered through program jump 2.2
from FIG, 23 just described. Where the operator in-
vokes the “Edit Customer” option of the customer
submenu offered in program step 662, then the program
at sicp 664 accept new customer ID information. The
new customer ID information is then evaluated by the
program at step 666 and a determination is made as to
whether there is already such a customer ID on file. If
there is, the appropriate existing customer record is
displayed at step 668. Then at step 670 the program
accepts changes to the relevant customer record and at
step 672 the record is updated. The program then re-
turns to submenu 2 in step §74. .

But if at step 666 the customer ID is found not to be
on file, the program displays an error display message to
that effect and the program then returns to step 664 for
the entry of valid new customer ID data.

If at step 662 the operator does not select the edit
customer option step 676 offers an option to browse
through the customer information file 678 (step 678).
After browsing is completed, or if the browse option is
refused, the program exits to step 674 and redisplays
submenu 2,

FIG. 25 is a flow chart of the *“Display Errors” sec-
tion for the file maintenance program. It is entered
through program jump 3.0 from FIG. 20 described
above. The program first determines in step 680 if the
operator wishes to return to the main menu (step 682),
a selection which is invoked by means of the escape key.
1f the operator chooses some other option, the program
at step 684 asks whether the operator wishes to update
an error record. If the operator chooses to do so, then
the user is presented by program step 686 with an op-
portunity to input an error entry control number. The
system then determines at step 688 if the error control
number is on file. If it is, at step 630 the requested error
record is displayed. The program then at step 692 af-
fords the operator an opportunity to changes to the
error status. If such changes are made, then the program
at step 694 updates the error record. At the end of the
error record update, the program exits to submenu 3 in
step 696.

If in step 688 the determination is that there is no such
control number on file, then an error message is dis-
played in step €98, The program then returns to step 686
for correct entry of error control numbers,

If the operator chooses not to update an error record
in step 684, the operator is given an option in step 698 to
invoke the browse function for the error file display. If
that option is exercised, then in step 700 the error file
display is actuated. Afterwards, or if the user does not
choose, in step 698 to select the browse function, the
program returns to submenu 3 in step 696.
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FIG. 26 is a flow chart of the “Display Reports”
section for the file maintenance program, The program
is entered by program jump 4.0 from FIG. 20, In step
702 it presents an option to exit to the main menu if the
escape key is invoked. Otherwise the operator is pres-
ented in step 706 with an option to select the report of
customers by cycle, If that function is invoked, then the
program in step 708 will get the data from the customer
file and print it out as a document 710, The program
then returns to submenu 4 at step 712

If the operator elects not to invoke the report of
customers by cycle at step 706, then step 712 present the
option of obtaining & report of customers with no usage.
Should the operator invoke that function, the program
at step 714 will get the data from the customer file and
print out a customer report 716, The program will then
go to submenu 4 in step 712.

Should the report of customers with no usage func-
tionality not be invoked in step 712, then the next menu
optien will be the report of unacknowledged errors in
step 718, If the operator invokes that selection, then the
program will at step 720 obtain the data from the error
file and in step 722 will print the unacknowledged error
report. The program will then again return via step 712
to submenu 4,

—
o

Should the user not choose to invoke the report of

unacknowledged errors in step 718, there is the remain-
ing option of creating a report of unresolved errors in
step 724. If that option is invoked, then the program in
step 726 obtains the information from the error file,
sends it to a printer to print an unresolved error report
728, and then returns to submenu 4 in step 712, If none
of the available functions are not invoked, then the
program will return directly to submenu 4,

FIG. 27 is a flow chart of the “System Maintenance”
section of the file maintenance program. It is entered
through program jump 5.0 from FIG. 20. This module
first presents an option in step 730 to return to the main
menu by actuating the escape key. If the operator does
not exercise that option, the other choice is presented at
step 734 to delete inactive customers. If that option is
chosen, then the program at step 736 will delete the
inactive records from the customer file and at step 738
will delete the associated records from the disk control
table (DiskCnTab), the file control table (FileCnTab),
and the invoice control tables (InvCnTab). In step 740 a
report will then be printed of all of the deleted records.
The program then returns to submenu 5 in step 742.

If the operator chooses not to invoke the Delete Inac-
tive Customers function, there is a further option in step
744 of determining whether to perform a backup of
files. If that option is invoked, then the program in step
746 performs the backup. After, or if that option is not
chosen at step 744, the program returns to submenu 5 at
step 742,

End-User-Application Program

We turn next to the “User Application” program
summarized in FIG. 4, i.e. the program which is run by
the end-users (telephone customers) on their own per-
sonal computers to anzlyze their telephone bills in ac-
cordance with the capabilities of this invention.

FIGS. 28-1 and 28-2 are a flow chart of the *Main
Menu" section for the user application program, which
begins with a sign-on screen dispiay 748 of the publish-
er’s logo and copyright notice. The program then in
step 750 fetches an initial message or startup screen or
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the like from an information file, and in step 732 displays
it on the monitor,

Ignoring for the moment a program entry point M,
which will be discussed lster, the program in step 756
then displays the main menu of end-user choices, The
first option available for selection on this menu level is
a help key. If that key is invoked at step 758, then at step
760 the program will display the main help screen for
this segment of the end-user processing program, and
then loop back to step 756. Should the end-user not
invoke the help key, the next possible selection, pres-
ented by step 762, is a billing inquiry, When this option
is selected, the program will send the end-user to the
billing inquiry submenu via program jump B which
leads into FIGS. 29-31, discussed below,

If the end-user should not choose the billing inquiry,
the next choice available (step 766) is & graph data func-
tion. If the end-user makes this choice, he or she will
then be taken into the graph Jata menus of subsequently
discussed FIGS. 32~34 via program jump B.

Otherwise in step 770 the user may next select a sys-
tem utilities option. If that sclection is invoked, then the
user application program will be taken to a system util-
ity menu via program jump § leading to FIGS. 35-1,
35-2, 36-1 and 36-2, discussed below.

The next available selection is in step 774 which per-
mits the user taexit to DOS, the operating system of the
user’s personal computer. If the user chooses to invoke
that selection, he will be taken into the operating system
directly 776, and if the user chooses instcad to invoke
the escape key to reject all of the preceding choices,
then in step 778 the program will also exit to the operat-
ing system.

FIGS. 29-1 and 29-2 are the first of five flow charts
dealing with the “Display Billing Inquiry” section for
the “User Application” program of FIG. 4. It is entered

" via program jump B from FIG, 28, and begins in step
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780 with display of a billing inquiry menu. This menu
offers the user the choice of eight options: billing report,
financial detail report, call detail report, call summary
report, call summary report, display special text, ad hoc
inquiry, help, and escape; which are implemented by
program steps 782, 802, 806, 810, 818, 826 and 832 re-
spectively.

The billing report option of step 782 and the financial
detail report of step 784 are similar in their operation,
difTfering only as to what information is extracted from
the available databases for billing and for financial de-
tail. After the user chooses either of these options, the
program in step 786 reads from the system parameters
(SysParam) file the currently selected output location
(i.c, to the screen, to disk, to the serial port, to the
parallel port) for the billing or financial detail report,
and in step 788 the program then displays the current
output location to the screen. The program in step 790
will then accepts any changes to the output location,
and in step 792 updates the current output location in
the SysParam file to make that the new default output
location.

Depending on whether the selection of step 782 or
that of step 784 was made, the program at step 794 will
then get the appropriate feport header information from
the SysParam file layout and the appropriate data from
the revenue file for either the billing report or the finan-
cial detail report, The appropriate information is then
sent in step 798 to be printed (although if a disk file or
the screen had been chosen as the output location in
step 786 it would have been written to disk or to the
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monitor respectively). At the end of step 798 the pro-
gram returns via program jump B to initial step 780 in
order to redisplay the billing inquiry menu.

If the call detail report is chosen at step 802, program
jump B1 goes to the call detail menu of FIGS. 30A-1
and 30A-2, discussed below. Should the user select the
call summary report at step 806 then it takes jump B2 to
the call summary menu of FIG, 31A,

Step 810 offers a special text option. As presently
contemplated, there are three types of special text, but
there could be any number, The purpose of the special
texts is to provide the system with the same features as
a written bill. Standard preambles or preliminary mes-
sages may be added to the billing information in the
same manner as they appear on paper bills. In addition,
an epilogue might be added to the end of the bill text to
advise customers of the late status of their account.
Other types of material such as banners, headers, footers
or textual material might also be added to make the bill
more informative and flexible in the manner of & con-
ventional bill, Such specia! information could be added
to the bill by the individual subscriber upon request of
the processor or the carrier. ’

If the user selects the option of step 810, then in step
812 the program gets the special text from an informa-
tion file and in step 814 displays it on the screen, Then
the program returns via jump B to step 780 in order to
redisplay the initial billing inquiry menu.

When the user invokes the special ad hoc inquiry
option of step 818, at step 820 the program gets the
necessary records from the call detail (CaliDet) file and
in step 822 it displays these records for browsing by the
end-user at §22. Afterward, it returns via program jump
B to step 780 to redisplay the billing inquiry menu.

If the help function of step 826 is invoked, the pro-
gram in step 8§28 will display the billing inquiry help
screen, after which it again returns via program jump B
to step 780 to redisplay the billing inquiry menu.

The final selection from the billing inquiry menu is
the escape key, whereupon step 832 return to the main
- menu of FIG. 28 via program jump M.

FI1GS. 30A-1, 30A-2, 30B-1 and 30B-2 are flow charts
of the *Display Call Detail” subsection of the *“Display
Billing Inquiry” section for the *User Application”
program of FIG. 4. The segment represented by FIG,
30A-1 and 30A-2 are entered by way of program jump
Bl from FIG. 29, previously discussed, and begins in
program step 836 with display of a call detail menu, The
options presented to the user by this menu include the
report selection function of step 838, If the user actuates
that function the program will take program jump B1-2
to FIGS. 30B-1 and 30B-2.

Turning our attention now to that figure, program
jump B1-2 leads to step 840 which displays a report
selection menu. Then at step 842 the program tests to
determine whether one of the reports offered by that
menu has been selected. If a report has not been selected
and the user invokes the escape key, the program step
844 returns via program jump Bl to FIG. 30A.

If in step 842 the user should select a particular re-
port, then step 846 the appropriate report header data is
obtained from the SysParam file so that the report can
be properly formatted. The program then in step 848
obtains the current option and report number from a
call data record selection (CDRS) file. The option num-
ber designates the type of report format requested by
the user, and in particular designates how much of the
available information is to be included in the report. An
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option number of “1” specifies that all of the available
information is to be put in a single file, while higher
numbers specify that the report is to be broken into
several smaller files. The report number is a numerical
file name for each of the file(s) containing the report

which is to be written to disk.
Accordingly, in step 850 the program tests whether
the current option number is greater than 1. If not, then

-all the available information isto be included in a single

file, and the program goes immediately to step 852
where it sorts the call detail records. But if the option
number is greater than 1, then a plurality of files must be
written to disk under distinct file names (report num-
bers). In that case step §52 increments each previous
report number by ! and step 834 updates the current
report number in the CDRS file so that numerically
distinct file names are assigned to each of the several
report files which are written to disk. Thereafter in step
855 the program reads the data selection criteria corre-
sponding to the user's choice from the SysParam file,
and in step 856 it selects from the call detail file the
records designated by those criteria and sends them on
for performance of the previously mentioned sort step
852.

After sort step 852, in step 857 the program gets the
call detail report output location, i.e., monitor, printer,
disk, etc, is determined from the system parameter file.
Then, as before, the report is passed on to step 858 in
which the system prints the call detail report to the
designated device (location).

Returning now to FIG. 30A-1 and 30A-2, the nega-
tive branch of test 838 leads to program step 860 which
tests whether the selection from the call detail men of
step 836 is the record selection. If so, the program in
step 862 then gets the call detail record selection
(CDRS) records and the current option number {rom
the system parameter (SysParam) file. This information
is then displayed on the screen in step 864, and in step
866 the program accepts an changes the user chooses to
make in the displayed information. Finally, in step 868
the SysParam and CDRS files are updated and the
program returns via jump Bl to the entry point of
FIGS. 30A-1 and 30A-2,

The report location menu option in step §70 permits
the user to determine what device, i.e., monitor, screen,
export file, printer, disk file, etc. should be the destina-
tion of the report to be generated by this area of the
program, If this option is chosen, then in step 872 the
program gets the current call detail (CD) report loca-
tion from the SysParam file, and in step 874 the pro-
gram displays the current output location on the screen,
and the user is prompted to make any changes. In pro-
gram step 876 the program accepts any changes to the
report output location, and in step 878 it updates the
corresponding information in the call detail report out-
put location records. The program then returns via
jump B1 to the display call detail menu at the entry
point of FIGS. 30A-1 and 30A-2.

" In program step 880 the user may sclect the help key.
If the help key is selected, then in step 882 the call detail
report help screen is displayed and the program then
returns via jump B1 to the entry point of FIGS. 30A-1
and 30A-2.

The last option available on the menu of FIG. 30A is
the selection of the escape key in step 884. Should that
key be actuated the program retums via jump B to the
entry point of FIG. 29.
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FIGS. 31A-1, 31A-1 and 31B are flow charts of the
“Display Call Summary” subsection of the “Display
Billing Inquiry™ section for the “User Application”
program of FIG. 4. The segment illustrated in FIGS.
31A-1 and 31A-2 are entered via the B2 program jump
which comes from FI1G. 29-1 and 29-2, discussed above,
and leads first to step 886 which displays a call summary
menu. If the user actuates the call summary report se-
lection from that menu in step 888, then the program
will exit via program jump B2-2 to FIG. 31B where it
performs step 830 to display a report selection menu. If
a report is selected from that menu, as determined by
step 892, then in step 894 the program gets the report
header data from the system parameter file. Thereafter
in step 896 it gets further information from the selected
summary file, and in step 898 the program computes the
report totals. Then in step 900 it gets the call summary
output Jocation from the SysParam file, and in step 02
prints the repornt (o the designated location for printing
or display or disk storage as determined from the system
parameter file, At the end of that process the program
returns to step 830 to redisplay the report selection
menu.

If in step 892 no report selection is made, and instead
the escape key is actuated, the program exits via jump
B2 to FIG. 31A.

Returning now to that figure, if the report selection
menu is not selected in step 888, and the report location
option is selected in step 906, then the program in step
908 will get the current summary report output location
(screen, printer or disk file) from the system parameter
file, and in step 912 it will display that location to the
user so that changes can be made. If such changes are
made, then in step 914 the program proceeds to update
the current summary report output location in the sys-
tem parameter file, Having accomplished this, the pro-
gram returns via jump B2 to the entry point of FIG,
31A in order to redisplay the call summary menu.

The user has two other options on the menu of FIGS.
31A-1 and 31A-2, one of which is a help function se-
lected in step 916. If that choice is made then in step 918
the call summary help screen is displayed. Upon leaving
this submenu, the program returns to the via jump B2 to
the call summary meny step 886,

The final selection available on this menu is the es-
cape function, which in step 920 leave the call summary
menb and moves back up to a higher level menu via
program jump B. .

FIG. 32 is a flow chart of the "Graph Data” selection
for the “User Application” program of FI1G. 4. This
routine is entered via program jump G from F1GS, 28-1
and 28-2, and proceeds to step 922 which displays the
graph data menu. This menu has four choices repre-
sented by program steps 924, 926, 930 and 934. If the
user chooses the help function of step 924, the graph
data help screen will be displayed by step 925, after
which the program returns to step 922 to, redisplay the
graph data menu.

Among the user’s other selectable options are histori-
cal usage (step 926), call distribution (step 930) and
escape (step 934). If the historical usage function is
selected by the user, the program branches via jumps
point G1 to FIG, 33. Similarly, if the user selects the
call distribution graph (step 930), the program exits via
jump G2 FIGS. 34-1 and 34-2. The last available alter-
native for the user on the graph data menu display is the
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escape key function (step 934) which terminates the.

graph data menu display and returns to the main menu
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via jump M. FIGS. 33-1, 33-2, 34-1, 34-2, 35-1 and 35.2,
to which these jumps lead, will now be discussed.

FIGS. 33-1 and 33-2 are a flow chart of the “‘graph
historical usage” section of the “graph data™ portion of
the “User Application” program of FIG. 4, It is entered
via program jump GI from FIG, 32, as discussed above,
whereupon program stép 938 displays the historical
graph menu, From that menu the user may select the
help function (step 840) which will display the historical
graph help screen. On the completion of a help screen
session the user will be returned to the historical graph
menu of step 938,

Among the other choices on the historical graph
menu are the total charges function of program step
944. Once this step is actuated, the program at step 946
will read the call charge (CliChg) tables to obtain the
appropriate data to fulfill the request for total charge
information graphs. The program then in step 948 com-
putes the necessary graph values and determines the
corresponding screen positions for graphic display. The
graph thus computed then displayed on the monitor in
step 950. At the close of the display graph session, the
program returns to the historical graph menu of step
938.

The next two options available to the user from the
historical graph menu include that of program step 952,
a historical graph illustrating total usage, and that of the
total DB/CR (tota] debit/credit records) function in
program step 954, both of which cycle through the
above-described steps 946, 948 and 950, returning then
to step 938, in the same manner as the total charges
selection of program step 944. The DB/CR data relates
exclusively to non-call-detail records, such as leased
phone lines, leased equipment, and the like; and is to be
distinguished from the call detail information called for
by steps 944 and 952. :

The remaining option in the program section of
FIGS. 33-1 and 33-2 are the escape function, which in
step 966 will terminate the historical graph menu ses-
sion and exit via program jump G to the entry point of
FIG, 32.

FIGS. 34-1 and 34-2 are a flow chart of the “Graph
Hourly Call Distribution” subsection of the “Graph
Data” section for the “User Application Program”
segment of FIG. 4. It is entered via program jump G2
from FIG. 32, and leads immedjately to the call distribu-
tion graph of step 958. Should the user then actuate the
help selection offered by program step 960, program
step 962 will present a screen providing help for the

_Call Distribution Graph Function. After that help ses-

sion is completed the program returns to the distribu-
tion graph menu step 958.

If the user chooses the month alternative of step 964,
the program then will, in step 966, read from the call
distribution file table (CallDist file) the necessary infor-
mation to produce the graph called for. Having ob-
tained that information, the program in step 968 then
processes the information to compute the necessary
values for determining the graph's appearance on the
screen, and in step 970 sends the results on to the display
device. At the termination of the graph display the
program returms to the distribution graph menu of step
958,

Should the user decide to display the weekly distribu-

tion graph of program step 972, the user must advise the
system of what specific week of the current month is
desired to be graphed (step 974). Similarly, should the
user decide to display the daily distribution graph of
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program step 976, the user must advise the system of
what specific day of the current month is desired to be
graphed (step 977). After that is done, in both cases the
program then cycles through previously described steps
966, 968 and 970, to display the weekly or daily graphs
as the case may be, eventually returning to step 958 in
the manner explained above.

The remaining alternative for the user in this particu-
lar menu is step 978, the escape function, which termi-
nates the call distribution graph meno session, returning
via program jump G to FIG. 32.

FIGS. 35-1 and 35-2 are a flow chart of the “System
Utilities” section for the “User Application” program of
FIG. 4. It is entered via program jump S from FIGS.
28-1 and 28-2 described above, and goes immediately to
8 system utilities menu at step 980. Among the choices
available from that menu is that of step 982, archiving
the data of the current billing cycle. Should the user
choose that particular option, in step 984 a “worlking"”

waccana 1o disnlava, = H H
message is displayed on the screen while step 986 is

executed to archive all the inputted data of the current
billing cycle. When the archival processing job is com-
pleted, the program then returns via program jump S to
stcp 980 in order to redisplay the system utilities menu.

Among the other menu selections that are available to
the user is the load new data function of step 988. When
that option is selected, the program exits via jump S2 to
a routine described below in connection with FIGS.
36-1 and 36-2.

Next the user may choose (in step 990) to print the
actual invoice. Upon selection of that particular menu
item the invoice will actually be prepared and printed in
step 992, after which the program executes jump S to
return to the menu display function of step 980

Shouid the user choose the option of step 994, billing
information, the program in step 996 will display the
billing information on the monitor, after which the
program returns via jump S to step 980 to redisplay the
system utilities menu.

The next option is the help function 998 offered by
step 998. Upon the actuation of that particular selection
the program will in step 1000 display the system utility
help screen and then return via jump S to the system
utilities menu at step 980,

The final alternative selection on this menu is the
escape key (step 1002), which terminates the system
utilities menu session and returns to the next higher
level, the main menu of FIGS. 28-1 and 28-2, via pro-
gram jump M.

FIGS. 36-1 and 36-2 are a flow chart of the “Load
New Data" subsection of the "*System Utilities” section
for the “User Application Program” segment of FIG. 4.
It is entered via program jump S2 from FIG. 35, previ-
ously described, whereupon step 1006 will display a
message advising the user that the program is being
loaded. The system then in step 1008 opens an input file
in which will be stored the new data to be loaded and an
ersor file to track all associated error information, The
program in step 1010 then writes the start date and time
to a Jog file. The system then in step 1012 fetches from
the input file an appropriate record which will subse-
quently be loaded into the database.

After each such fetch operation the program executes
a loop starting with a test 1014 to determine if the
fetched data represents an end-of-file condition. If such
a condition exists, the load procedure is completed, and
accordingly the program in step 1016 will then close the
database into which the data has been loaded. Thereaf-
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ter, in step 1018 it will check the integrity of the newly
created database file. And at the conclusion of the data-
base integrity check, the program will end the loading
data session and return to the system utilities menu viz
program jump S leading back to FIGS. 35-1 and 35-2.

If in step 1014, however, an end-of-file condition is

not detected, then in step 1020 the program determines
if an error has occurred. If 50, in step 1022 the error will
be logged to the error file previously created in step

1008, and the program loops back to step 1012 to fetch

another record.

The data coming from the source file is in a com-
pressed form, as explained above. Therefore, if the pro-
gram does not encounter an error in step 1020, then in
step 1024 it will use its decompression algorithm to
expand the fetched data to make it suitable for subse-
quent use by the R-base program, and only then will
load the data to the target database table.

During loading, the screen informs the user of the
processing which is going on, In step 1026, therefore

preCessing wakh e

L4
after each record is expanded and Joaded, the screen
display is updated to reflect the processing just con-
cluded, and the program recycles back to step 1012,
continuing to do so unti! the end-of-file condition is
detected by step 1020.

CONCLUSION

It will now be appreciated that the system of this
invention provides a means for preparing on diskette
telecommunications or similar bills in an optimal format
for further processing, display, and analysis under cus-
tomer control on popularly-available, inexpensive per-
sonal computers.

For each participating customer, the appropristely
selected billing records are obtained from the telecom-
munications cartier, In contrast to prior art systems, the
system processes not only call detail records, but addi-
tional billing records to account for equipment rental
charges, monthly service fees, payments, adjustments,
taxes, and any other items affecting the amount billed to
the customer In addition, all billing records are obtained
from the carrier at a stage in the carrier’s ordinary bill-
ing process after the carrier has posted to the subscrib-
er's account all charges and credits, has performed all
billing-related calculations for that subscriber, and is
ready to print a paper bill. By selecting this specific
stage of carrier bill processing from which to extract
billing information, the invention ensures that the infor-
mation supplied on diskette will exactly correspond to
that on the paper bill. '

Extensive preprocessing of these billing records is
performed to place the records in a form compatible for
use with inexpensive personal! computers, and to pro-
vide flexible, efficient access to the original records and
to a variety of summary reports and graphs accumu-
lated therefrom. In a first processing step, preferably
performed on a large computer, the records are sorted,
edited and reformatted into an optimal organization for
further processing on a personal computer. In addition,
a variety of preprocessed summary reports and graphs
are prepared for rapid retrieval on the customer’s com-
puter. By preprocessing these summary items on a com-
puter with greater processing and storage resources, the
invention optimally makes the most commonly-needed
reports and graphs immediately available upon the
user’s request, at the relatively modest expense of addi-
tional mainframe processing and additional PC database
storage requirements, In a second step, preferably per-
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formed on a network of smaller computers, the reorga-
nized records and summary reports for each customer
are separated, compressed, and recorded on diskettes
compatible with each customer’s personal computer.
A user application program according to the inven- 5
tion on the customer's personal computer conveniently
displays and analyzes the billing information supplied
on diskette, The customer may retricve the detailed
billing records in a variety of sorted orders, may select
a subset of the records for further analysis, may view
the preprocessed summary reports and graphs, and may
prepare new summary reports on demand. Previous
telephone bills are kept in archive files for repeated
analysis. Billing information may be displayed on
screen, printed on a printer, or written to an unstruc-
tured file for analysis beyond that provided by the user
application.
This system thus solves many of the disadvantages
encountered in prior-ari systems for collecting, process-
ing and analyzing billing information under customer
control. Diskette bills and the user application program
are optimally compatible with popularly available, inex-
pensive personal computers, eliminating the need for
customers to own or operate large, expensive comput-
ers and software, The system provides to users billing
information in computer-readable form, eliminating
expensive and error-prone data-entry and manual pro-
cessing steps. The system processes complete billing
records and obtains these records from originating car-
riers at the proper stage to ensure that the diskette bills
and analysis produced therefrom exactly correspond to
the equivalent paper bills.
The above-described embodiment of the invention is
merely one example of a way in which the invention
may be carried out. Other ways may also be possible,
and are within the scope of the following claims defin-
ing the invention.
The invention claimed is:
1. A system for presenting information concerning
the actual cost of a service provided to a user by a
service provider, said system comprising:
storage means for storing individual transaction re-
cords prepared by said service provider, said trans-
action records relating to individual service trans-
actions for one or more service customers includ-
ing said user, and the exact charges actually billed
to seid user by said service provider for each said
service transaction;
data processing means comprising respective compu-
tation hardware means and respective software
programming means for directing the activities of
said computation hardware means;
means for transferring at Jeast a part of said individuel
transaction records from said storage means to said
data processing means;
said data processing means generating preprocessed
summary reports as specified by the user from said
individual transaction records transferred from
said storage means and organizing said summary
reports into a format for storage, manipulation and
display on a personal computer data processing
means;
means for transferring said individual ‘transaction
records including said summary reports from said
data processing means to s2id personal computer 65
data processing means; and
said personal computer data processing means being
adapted to perform additional processing on said
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indjvidual transaction records which have been at
least in part preprocessed by said data processing
means utilizing said summary reports for expedited
retrieval of data, to present a subset of said selected
records including said exact charges actually billed
to said user.

2, A system as in claim 1 wherein:

said preprocessing operations include preparation of

summary reports and graphs.

3. A system as in claim 1 wherein:

said data is reorganized into a table format suitable for

loading into an operative data base structure for
said personal computer processing means,

4. A system as in claim 3 wherein said data base is
RBASE. :

5. A system a5 in claim 1 wherein:

said data processing means comprises a first and a

second data processor, said first data processor
records and said second data processor being
adapted to perform said preprocessing of said se-
lected records.

6. A system as in claim 5 wherein means are provided
for transferring data from said first data processor to
said second data processor,

7. A system as in claim 1 wherein said data processing
means comprises a single data processor adapted to
perform said selection and said preprocessing opera-
tions. :

8. A system for presenting, under control of a user,
usage and actual cost information relating to telecom-
munications service provided to said user by a telecom-
munications service provider, said system comprising:

telecommunications service provider storage means

for storing records prepared by a telecommunica-
tions service provider relating to telecommunica-
tions usage for one or more telecommunications
subscribers including said user, and the exact
charges actually billed to said user by said service
provider for said usage;

data processing means comprising respective compu-

tation hardware means and respective software
programming means for directing the activities of
said computation hardware means;

means for transferring at least a part of the records

from said service provider storage means to said
data processing means;

said data processing means generating preprocessed

summary reports as specified by the user from said
telecommunications usage records transferred
from said storage means and organizing said sum-
mary reports into a format for storage, manipula.
tion and display on & personal computer data pro-
cessing means;

means for transferring said telecarnmunications usage

records including said summary reports from said
data processing means to said personal computer
data processing means; and

said personal computer data processing means being

adapted to perform additional processing on said
telecommunications records which have been at
least in part preprocessed by seid data processing
means utilizing said summary reports for expedited
retrieval of data, to present a subset of said tele-
communications usage records including said exact
charges actually billed to said user.

9. A system as in claim 8 wherein said records pre-
pared by said telecommunications carrier comprise for
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each said telecommunications subscriber all information
required for said telecommunications carrier to produce
an ordinary telecommunications bill for that telecom-
munications subscriber.

10. A system as in claim 8 whercin said selected re-
cords relating to telecommunications usage and cost
comprise at least one telecommunications call detail
record corresponding to a unique telecommunications
call to be billed to said subscriber, said call having a
length determined by said telecommunications carrier.

11. A system as in claim 10 wherein said telecommu-
nications call detail record includes an exact indicia of &
charge assessed by said telecommunications carrier to
said subscriber for said call,

12. A system as in claim 10 wherein said telecommu-
nications call detail record includes an exact indicia of
the length of said call determined by said telecommuni-
cations carrier,

13. A system as in claim 10 wherein:

said data processing means creates additional records

containing information derived from said prepro-
cessing operations;

an information interchange media means transfers

said additional records from said data processing
means to said personal computer data processing
means;

said personal computer data processing means being

adapted to, under the control of a user, perform
additional processing on said additional records
created by said data processing means; and

to present a subset of sald additional records as

chosen by said user.
14, A system as in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a carrier code identifying a carrier
through which said call was billed.
15. A system as in claim 14 wherein:
said data processing means, responsive to said carrier
code indicia, accumulates for each said telecommu-
nication subscriber a summary of said telecommu-
nications calls billed through said carrier; and

stores said summary in carrier summary records on an
intermediate storage means in said data processing
means,

16. A system as in claim 15 wherein said additional
records comprise at least one carrier summary record
created by said data processing means.

17. A system as in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
communijcations cell detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a site code identifying a customer loca-
tion from which said call was placed.

18. A system as in claim 17 wherein:

said data processing means, responsive to said site

code indicia, accumulates for each said telecommu-
nications subscriber a summary of said telecommu-
nications calls placed from each said customer
location; and

stores said summary in site code summary records on

an intermediate storage means in said data process-
ing means.

19, A system as in claim 18 wherein said additional
records comprise at least one site code suramary record
created by said data processing means.

20. A system as in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of an originating station number from
which said call was placed.

21, A system as in claim 20 wherein:
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said data processing means, responsive to said origi-
nating station number indicia, accumulates for each
said telecommunication subscriber a summary of
said telecommunications calls placed from each
said origination station number; and
stores said summary in originating station number
summary records on an intermediate storage means
in said data processing means.

22, A system as in claim 21 wherein said additional
records comprise at least one originating station number
summary record created by said data processing means,

23, A system as in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a date when said call was placed.

24. A system as in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a time when said call was placed.

25, A system as in clalm 13 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a locality where said cali was termi-
nated.

26. A system as in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a political region where said call was
terminated,

27. A system as in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a terminating station number to which
said call was placed.

28. A system as in claim 27 wherein:

said terminating station number indicia includes indi-

cia of a carrier-recognized geographical area to
which said call was placed;

said data processing means, responsive to said geo-

graphical area indicia, accumulates for each said
telecommunications subscriber a summary of said
telecommunications calls placed to each said carri-
er-recognized geographical area; and

stores said summary in geographical area cade sum-

mary records on an intermediate storage means in
said data processing means,
29. A system as in claim 28 wherein said additional
records comprise at least one geographical area code
summary record created by said data processing means.
30. A system as in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a length in time of said call.
31, A system as in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a project accounting code to which said
cell should be attributed.
32. A system as in claim 31 wherein:
said data processing means, responsive to said project
accounting code indicia, accumulates for each said
telecommunications subscriber a summary of said
telecommunications calls to which each said
project accounting code was attributed; and

stores said summary in project accounting code sum-
mary records on an intermediate storage means in
said data processing means.

33. A system as in claim 32 wherein said additional
records comprise at least one project accounting code
summary record created. by said data processing means.

34. A system as in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a billing classification code associated
with said call by said carrier.

35. A system as in claim 34 wherein:
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said data processing means, responsive to said billing
classification code indicia, accumulates for each
said telecommunications subscriber 8 summary of
said telecommunications calls associated with each
said billing classification code; and
stores said summary in billing classification code
summary records on an intermediate storage means
in said data processing means. .

36. A system as in claim 35 wherein said additional
records comprise at least one billing classification code
summary record created by said data processing means.

37. A system as in claih 12 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a call cost associated with said call by
said carrier.

38. A system as in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of miscellaneous information associated
with said call by said carrier.

39. A system as in claim 8§ wherein an informetion
interchange media means in the form of a magnetic tape
is employed as said means for transferring at least a part
of the records from said carrier storage means to said
data processing means.

40. A system as in claim 8 wherein an information

interchange media means in the form of a magnetic disk

is employed as said means for transferring at least a part
of the records from said carrier storage means to said
data processing means.

41. A system gs in claim 8 wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of a data commu-
nications line is employed as said means for transferring
at least a part of the records from said carrier storage
means- to said data processing means.

42, A system as in claim 8 wherein;

said data processing means includes intermediate

means for storing a plurality of said selected re-
cords for at least two of said subscribers during said
preprocessing operations;

each of said selected records comprises at least indicia

identifying each said telecommunications sub-
scriber; and

said data processing means is adapted to sort said

selected records responsive to said indicia identify-
ing said telecommunications subscriber to group
together logically on said intermediate storage
means all of said selected records for each said
subscriber.

43, A system as in claim 42 wherein:

each of said selected records corresponds to a tele-

communications station number and further com-
prises at least indicia identifying said telecommuni-
cations station number; and

said- data processing means is adapted to further sort

sald selected records responsive to said indicia
identifying said telecommunication station number
to group together logically on said intermediate
storage means all of said selected records corre-
sponding to each said telecommunications station
number, .

44, A system as in claim 8 wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of a magnetic tape
is employed for transferring said selected records from
said data processing means to said personal computer
data processing means.

45. A system as in claim 8 wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of a magnetic tape
is employed for transferring said selected records from
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said data processing means to said personal computer
data processing means.

46, A system as in claim 8 wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of 3 data commu-
nications line is employed for transferring said selected
records from said data processing means to said per-
sonal computer data processing means.

47. A method for presenting informastion on a per-
sonal computer data processing means concerning the
actual cost of & service provided to a user by a service
provider, said method comprising:

storing individual transaction records. prepared by

said service provider on & storage means, said
transaction records relating to individual service
transactions for ot least one service customer in-
cluding said user, and the exact chirges actually
billed to said user by said service provider for each
said service transaction;

transferring at least a part of said transaction records

from said storage means to a data processing
means;

generating preprocessed summary reports as speci-

fied by the user from said individual transaction
records transferred from said storage means and
organizing said summary reports into a format for
storage, manipulation and display on a personal
computer data processing means;

transferring said preprocessed individual transaction

records including said summary reports from said
data processing means to at least one personal com-
puter data processing means;
performing additional processing of said individual
transaction records on said at least one personal
computer data processing means utilizing said sum-
mary reports for expedited retrieval of data;

presenting a subset of said individual transaction re-
cords chosen via said at least ‘one personal com-
puter data processing means including said exact
charges actually billed to said user; and

said data processing means and said at least one per-

sonal computer processing rneans comprising re-
spective computation hardware means and respec-
tive software programming means arranged for
directing the activities of said computation hard-.
ware means.

48. A method as in claim 47 wherein said records
prepared by said service provider comprise for each
said service customer all information concerning tele-
communications services provided to said service cus-
tomer and the applicable billing rates required for said
service provider to produce an ordinary telecommuni-
cations bill for that service customer.

49. A method as in claim 47 wherein said selected
records relate to telecommunications usage and cost
and comprise a! least one telecommunication call detail
record corresponding to a unique telecommunications
call to be billed to said service customer, said call hav-
ing a length determined by said service provider.

50. A mcthod as in claim 49 wherein said telecommu-
nications call detail recard includes an exact indicia of a
charge assessed by said service provider to said service
customer for said call.

51. A method as in claim 49 wherein said telecommu-
nications call detail record includes an exact indicia of
the length of said call determined by said service pro-
vider.

52. A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
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more indicia of a carrier code identifying a carrier
through which said call was billed.

53. A method as in claim 52 wherein:

said data processing means, responsive to said carrier

code indicia, accumulates for each said service
customer a summary of said telecommunications
calls billed through said carrier; and

said summary is stored in carrier summary records on

an intermediate storage means in said data process-
ing means.

34, A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a set code identifying a customer loca-
tion from which said call was placed.

85. A method &s in claim 54 wherein:

said data processing means, responsive to sald site

code indicia, accumulates for each said service
customer a summary of said telecommunications
calls placed from each said customer location; and

said sumimary is siofed in sit€ code semmary records
on an intermediate storage means in said data pro-
cessing means, .

§6. A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of an originating station number from
which said call was placed.

57. A method as in claim 56 wherein:

said data processing means, responsive to said origi-

nating station number indicia, accumulates for each
sdid service customer a summary of said telecom-
munications calls placed from each said origination
station number; and

said summary is stored in originating station number

summary records on an intermediate storage means
in said data processing means.

58. A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications ‘call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a date when said call was placed.

59. A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a time when said call was placed.

60. A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a locality where said call was termi-
nated.

61. A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a political region where said call was
terminated.

62. A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a terminating station number to which
said call was placed. .

63. A method as in claim 62 wherein:

said terminating station number indicia includes indi-

cia of a carrier-recognized geographical area to
which said call was placed;

said data processing means, responsive to said geo-

graphical area indicia, accumulates for each said
service customer a summary of said telecommuni-
cations calls placed to each said carrier-recognized
geographical area; and

said summary is stored”in geographical area code

summary records on an intermediate storage means
in said data processing means.

64. A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a length in time of said call.
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65. A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a project accounting code to which said
call should be attributed.

66. A method as in claim 65 wherein:

said data processing means, responsive to said project

accounting code indicia, accumulates for each said
service customer a summary of said telecommuni-
cations calls to which each said project accounting
code was attributed; and

stores said summary in project accounting code sum-

mary records on said intermediate storage means.

67. A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a billing classification code associated
with said call by said service provider.

68. A method as in claim 67 wherein:

said data processing means, responsive to said billing

classification code indicia, accumulates for each
said service customer a summary of said telecom-
munications calls associated with each said billing
classification code; and

said summary is stored in billing classification code

summary records on an intermediate storage means
in said data processing means,

69, A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a call cost associated with said call by
said service provider.

70. A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of miscellaneous information associated
with said call by said service provider.

71. A method as in claim 47 wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of a magnetic tape
is employed to transfer said selected records from said
storage means to said data processing means,

72, A method as in claim 47 wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of a magnetic disk
is employed to transfer said selected records from said
storage means to said data processing means.

73. A method as in claim 47 wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of a date commu-
nications line is employed to transfer said selected re-
cords from said storage means to said data processing
means. .

74. A method as in claim 47 wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of a magnetic tape
is employed to transfer said selected records from said
data processing means to said personal computer data
processing means.

75. A method as in claim 47 wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of a magnetic disk
is cmployed to transfer said selected records from said
data processing means to said personal computer data
processing means.

76. A method as in claim 47 wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of a data commu-
nications line is employed to transfer said selected re-
cords from said data processing means to said personal
computer data processing means.

77. A method as in claim 47 wherein:

said data processing. means includes intermediate

means for storing during said preprocessing opera-
tions a plurality of said selected records for at least
two of said service customers;

each of said selected records comprises at least indicia

identifying each said service customer; and
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said data processing means is adapted to sort said
selected records responsive to said indicia identify-
ing said service customer to group together logi-
celly on said intermediate storage means all of said
selected records for each said customer.
78. A method as in claim 77 wherein:
each of said selected records corresponds to a tele-
communications station number and further com-
prises at Jeast indiciz identifying said telecommuni-
cations station number; and

said data processing means is adapted to further sort

said- selected records responsive to said indicia
identifying said telecommunications station gum-
ber to group together logically on said intermedi-
ate storage means all of said selected records corre-
sponding to each said telecommunications station
number, '

79. A method as in claim 47 wherein said data pro-
cessing means includes a first and ‘2 second daia proces-
sor and means for transferring selected records from
said first data processor to said second data processor,
said first data processor being adapted for selecting said
records relating to service usage and exact changes
from said transferred transaction records and said sec-
ond data processor being adapted for said preprocessing
of said selected records, said second data processor
being further adapted to create additional records con-
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taining information derived from said preprocessing
operations for transfer to said personal computer data
processing means.

80. A method as in claim 79 wherein said additional
records comprise at least one project accounting code
summary record created by said second data processing
means.

81, A method &s in claim 80 wherein said sdditional
records comprise at least one carrier summary record
created by said second. data processing means.

82, A method as in claim 81 wherein said additional
records comprise at least one billing classification code
summary recard created by said second data processing
means. .

83. A method as in claim 81 wherein said additional
records comprise at least one geographical area code
summary record recorded by said second data process-
ing means, :

84. A method &s in claim 83 wherein said additional
records comprise at least one originating station number
summary record created by said second data processing
means.

85. A method as in claim 84 wherein said additional
records comprise at least one site code summary record

created by said second data processing means.
3 ] 7 -] L
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01110

USCA For the Federal Circuit, 10-01131

Federal Circuit, 13-01084
Cause: 35:271 Patent Infringement
Plaintiff

CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC

AT75

Date Filed: 01/12/2004

Date Terminated: 10/15/2012
Jury Demand: Both

Nature of Suit: 830 Patent
Jurisdiction: Federal Question

represented by Alan M. Freeman

BLANK ROME LLP

600 New Hampshire Ave., N.W.
Washington, DC 20037

(202) 772-5925

Fax: (202) 572-8370

Email; freeman@blankrome.com
PRO HAC VICE

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

David C. Campbell

BINGHAM GREENEBAUM DOLL
LLP

2700 Market Tower

10 West Market Street

Indianapolis, IN 46204
(317)968-5362

Fax: (317)236-9907

Email: dcampbell@bgdlegal.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kenneth L. Bressler

BLANK ROME, LLP

405 Lexington Ave.

New York, NY 10174
212-885-5203

Fax: 917-332-3740

Email: kbressler@blankrome.com
PRO HACVICE

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED




V.
Defendant
QWEST

represented by

AT6

Paul M. Honigberg

BLANK ROME LLP

600 New Hampshire Ave., N.-W.
Washington, DC 20037
202-772-5955

Fax: 202-572-8374

Email: honigberg@blankrome.com
PRO HAC VICE

Phillip J. Fowler

BINGHAM GREENEBAUM DOLL
LLP

2700 Market Tower

10 West Market Street

Indianapolis, IN 46204

(317) 635-8500

Fax: (317)236-9907

Email: pfowler@bgdlegal.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Victor M. Wigman

BLANK ROME LLP

600 New Hampshire Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20037
202-772-5840

Fax: 202-572-1440

Email: wigman@blankrome.com

Dale Buxton , IT

MORRISON & FOERSTER, LLP
12531 High Bluff Drive

Suite 100

San Diego, CA 92130

Email: dbuxton@mofo.com

PRO HAC VICE

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Hector G. Gallegos
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP
555 West Fifth Street

Suite 3500

Los Angeles, CA 90013

(213) 892-5255

Fax: (213) 8§92-5454

Email: hgallegos@mofo.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED




Defendant

CITIZENS COMMUNICATIONS
COMPANY

V.
Consol Plaintiff

QWEST CORPORATION
consolidated from 1:04-cv-2076

J. Manena Bishop

MORRISON & FOERSTER (L.A)
555 W, 5th St.

Suite 3500

Los Angeles, CA 90013-1024
(213) 892-5739

Fax: (213) 892-5454

Email: mbishop@mofo.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Vincent J. Belusko
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP
555 West Fifth Street

Suite 3500

Los Angeles, CA 90013

(213) 892-5593

Fax: (213) 892-5454

Email; vbelusko@mofo.com
PRO HAC VICE

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

James W. Riley , Jr.

RILEY BENNETT & EGLOFF LLP
141 East Washington Street

Suite 400

Indianapolis, IN 46204
(317)636-8000

Fax; (317)636-8027

Email: jriley@rbelaw.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

represented by Dale Buxton , IT

ATT

(See above for address)
PRO HACVICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Hector G. Gallegos
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

J. Manena Bishop
(See above for address)




Consol Plaintiff

QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION .
Consolidated from 1:04-cv-2076

V.
Consol Defendant

CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC
consolidated 1:04-cv-2076

Counter Defendant
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,

James W, Riley , Jr.
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Vincent J. Belusko

(See above for address)

PRO HACVICE . :
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

represented by Dale Buxton , II

represented by
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(See above for address)
PRO HACVICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

J. Manena Bishop
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

James W. Rﬂey , Jr.
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Alan M. Freeman

(See above for address)

PRO HACVICE

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

David C. Campbell
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Paul M. Honigberg

(See above for address)

PRO HACVICE
ATTORNEY TQ BE NOTICED

Phillip J. Fowler
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Victor M. Wigman
{See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

represented by Alan M. Freeman




LLC

Counter Claimant

(See above for address)
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

David C. Campbell
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Paul M. Honigberg

(See above for address)

PRO HAC VICE

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Phillip J. Fowler
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Victor M. Wigman
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, represented by Alan M. Freeman

LLC
consolidated 1:04-cv-2076

V.
Counter Defendant

QWEST CORPORATION
consolidated from 1:04-cv-2076
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(See above for address)
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

David C. Campbell
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Paul M. Honigberg

(See above for address)

PRO HAC VICE

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Phillip J. Fowler
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Victor M. Wigman
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

represented by Dale Buxton , II

(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED




Counter Defendant

QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION
Consolidated from 1:04-cv-2076

Hector G. Gallegos
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

J. Manena Bishop
(See above for address)

James W, Riley , Jr.
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Vincent J. Belusko
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

represented by Dale Buxton , IT
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

J. Manena Bishop
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

James W. Riley , Jr.
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Date Filed

Docket Text

01/12/2004

[—

2,19MB

COMPLAINT against BELLSOUTH CORPORATION,
CONVERGYS CORPORATION, MID AMERICA COMPUTER
CORPORATION, QWEST, TELEPHONE DATA SYSTEMS, INC.
AND TRAQ-WIRELESS, INC. with JURY DEMAND, filed by
Plaintiff, CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit A, part 1# 2 Exhibit A, part 24 3 Exhibit A, part 3)(KLS, )
(Entered: 01/13/2004)

01/12/2004

[[3®]

65.50KB

CIVIL COVER SHEET filed by Plaintiff, CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (KLS, ) (Entered: 01/13/2004)

01/12/2004

(O8]

38.08KB

MAGISTRATE JUDGE's NOTICE of Availability to Exercise
Jurisdiction (KLS, ) (Entered: 01/13/2004)

01/12/2004

£

§

12,66KB

RECEIPT #102 3197 in the amount of $ 150.00 for filing fee.
(KLS, ) (Entered: 01/13/2004)

01/12/2004

ln

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT filed by Plaintiff,
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (KLS, ) (Entered:

AR0




29,84KB

01/13/2004)

02/25/2004 6 AMENDED COMPLAINT against all defendants, filed by
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A
2278 | part 1# 2 Exhibit A part 2# 3 Exhibit A part 3# 4 Exhibit A part 4)
(PLM, ) (Entered: 02/26/2004)
03/17/2004 A - | Summons Issued as to Citizens Communication Company. (YOL, )
20.68x8 | (Entered: 03/19/2004)
03/17/2004 8 Summons Issued as to QWEST. (YOL, ) (Entered: 03/195/2004)
20,25KB
03/17/2004 9 ] | Summons Issued as to CONVERGYS CORPORATION. (YOL, )
20668 | (Entered: 03/19/2004)
03/17/2004 10 Summons Issued as to BELLSOUTH CORPORATION. (YOL,)
19.08k8 | (Entered: 03/19/2004)
03/22/2004 11 RETURN of Service by CMRRR by CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. BELLSOUTH CORPORATION served on
39.61kB | 3/22/2004. (no date on green card) (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit)
(MAC,) (Entered: 03/23/2004)
03/22/2004 12 | RETURN of Service by CMRRR by CENTILLION DATA
33103 SYSTEMS, LLC. CONVERGYS CORPORATION served on
' 3/19/2004. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit)(MAC, ) (Entered: 03/23/2004)
03/24/2004 13 _ | RETURN of Service by CMRRR by CENTILLION DATA
5 KB SYSTEMS, LLC. QWEST served on 3/24/2004. (YOL, ) (Entered:
' 03/25/2004)
03/29/2004 14 . | RETURN of Service by CMRRR Citizens communications Company
5 KB served on 3/22/04 by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
' (YOL, ) (Entered: 03/30/2004)
04/01/2004 15 . | NOTICE of Appearance by Joel E. Tragesser on behalf of
GEKB CONVERGYS CORPORATION (Tragesser, Joel) (Entered:
' 04/01/2004)
04/01/2004 16 NOTICE of Parties' First Extension of Time by CONVERGYS
755k8 | CORPORATION (Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 04/01/2004)
04/01/2004 17 _ | NOTICE of Appearance by Randall R. Riggs on behalf of
61’@ CONVERGYS CORPORATION (Riggs, Randall) (Entered:
' 04/01/2004)
04/01/2004 18 _ | NOTICE of Appearance by James Dimos on behalf of
6KB CONVERGYS CORPORATION (Dimos, James) (Entered:
' 04/01/2004)
04/06/2004 19 MOTION to Appear pro hac vice - Mark D, Wegener by
1 | CONVERGYS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

15.85KB

Proposed Order Motion to Appear Pro Hac Vice - Mark D. Wegener)
(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 04/06/2004)
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04/06/2004

15.81KB

MOTION to Appear pro hac vice - Edward Han'by CONVERGYS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Motion
to Appear Pro Hac Vice - Edward Han)(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered:
04/06/2004)

04/06/2004

15.68KB

MOTION to Appear pro hac vice - Matthew J. Moore by
CONVERGYS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # | Text of
Proposed Order Motion to Appear Pro Hac Vice - Matthew Moore)
(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 04/06/2004)

04/06/2004

|l\J
[\

35.09KB

NOTICE of Parties' First Extension of Time by BELLSOUTH
CORPORATION (YOL, ) (Entered: 04/07/2004)

04/06/2004

|l\J
w

26.25KB

NOTICE of Appearance by Michael A. Swift on behalf of
BELLSOUTH CORPORATION (YOL, ) (Entered: 04/07/2004)

04/06/2004

|l\J
=~

13.22KB

RECEIPT #107-1751 in the amount of $ 90.00. Pro hac vice fee for
Mark Wegner, Edward Han, Matthew Moore. (YOL, ) (Entered:
04/07/2004)

04/07/2004

=

28.53KB

NOTICE of Appearance by Jay G. Taylor on behalf of BELLSOUTH
CORPORATION (YOL, ) (Entered: 04/12/2004)

04/07/2004

29.92KB

NOTICE of Appearance by John F. Prescott Jr on behalf of
BELLSOUTH CORPORATION (YOL, ) (Entered: 04/12/2004)

04/09/2004

I

22.66KB

ORDER granting 21 Motion to Appear pro hac vice. Attorney
Matthew J. Moore for CONVERGYS CORPORATION added .
Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 4/9/04 -cm. (EAH, )
(Entered: 04/09/2004)

04/09/2004

Il\J
o

22.75KB

ORDER granting 20 Motion to Appear pro hac vice. Attormey
Edward Han for CONVERGYS CORPORATION added . Signed by
Judge William T. Lawrence on 4/9/04 -cm. (EAH, ) (Entered:
04/09/2004)

04/09/2004

22.73KB

ORDER granting 19 Motion to Appear pro hac vice. Attorney Mark
D. Wegener for CONVERGYS CORPORATION added . Signed by
Judge William T. Lawrence on 4/9/04 -cm. (EAH, ) (Entered:
04/09/2004)

04/05/2004

19.23KB

Summons Issued as to TRAQ-WIRELESS, INC.. (YOL, ) (Entered:
04/12/2004)

04/12/2004

22,63KB

CORRECTED DOCUMENT - Please disregard document re 27

Order on Motion to Appear pro hac vice which was Docketed in

Error. Corrected document has been attached to this entry. (JHO)
(Entered: 04/12/2004) E '

04/12/2004

[\

11.68KB

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC (Campbell, David) (Entered: 04/12/2004)

04/12/2004

(W8

3

38.45KB

NOTICE of Appearance by James W. Riley Jr. on behalf of QWEST
(Riley, James) (Entered: 04/12/2004)
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04/12/2004

53,05KB

NOTICE of Parties' First Extension of Time by QWEST (Riley,
James) (Entered: 04/12/2004)

04/12/2004

20.05KB

Summons Issued as to TELEPHONE DATA SYSTEMS, INC..
(YOL, ) (Entered: 04/12/2004)

04/13/2004

53.43KB

RETURN of Service by CMRRR by CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. TRAQ-WIRELESS, INC. served on 4/12/2004.
(YOL, ) (Entered: 04/15/2004)

04/14/2004

RETURN of Service by CMRRR by CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. TELEPHONE DATA SYSTEMS, INC. served on
4/12/2004. (YOL, ) (Entered: 04/15/2004)

04/19/2004

MOTION for Default Judgment as to by all plaintiffs. (Cohen,
Hamish) (Entered: 04/19/2004) '

04/19/2004

Submission Judgment & Order Granting Motion for Default by
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Cohen, Hamish) (Entered:
04/19/2004)

04/19/2004

NOTICE of Appearance by John R. Schaibley III on behalf of
TELEPHONE DATA SYSTEMS, INC. (Schaibley, John) (Entered:
04/19/2004)

04/19/2004

NOTICE by TELEPHONE DATA SYSTEMS, INC. of Initial
Enlargement of Time (Schaibley, John) (Entered; 04/19/2004)

04/19/2004

NOTICE of Appearance by Stacy L. Prall on behalf of TELEPHONE
DATA SYSTEMS, INC. (Prall, Stacy) (Entered: 04/19/2004)

04/20/2004

ORDER re 29 Notice of Voluntary Dismissal filed by CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. cm Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on
4/20/04. (YOL, ) (Entered: 04/20/2004)

04/29/2004

67.39KB

MOTION to Withdraw as Attorneys for BELLSOUTH
CORPORATION by Michael A. Swift and Jay G. Taylor.
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(YOL, ) (Entered:
05/03/2004)

04/29/2004

34.34KB

ORDER granting 38 Motion for Default Judgment as to Citizens
Communication Co. Further, the Court sets this matter for hearing on
Pltf's damages for 5/20/04 at 10:00AM in Courtroom 202.cm Signed
by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 4/29/04. (YOL, ) (Entered:
05/03/2004)

05/03/2004

52.76KB

NOTICE of Appearance by Sydney L. Steele on behalf of Citizens
Communications Company (Steele, Sydney) (Entered: 05/03/2004)

05/07/2004

16.12KB

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to File (Second) by
CONVERGYS CORPORATION, (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 05/07/2004)

05/07/2004

ORDER granting 44 Motion to Withdraw appearance. Attorney's Jay
G. Taylor, John F. Prescott and Michael A. Swift terminated. cm
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Signed by Judge Larry J, McKinney on 5/7/04. (YOL, ) (Entered:
123.06x8 | 05/10/2004)
05/13/2004 49 _ | MOTION for More Definite Statement by QWEST. (Attachments: #
ISIKB 1 Text of Proposed Order on Motion for More Definite Statement)
' (Riley, James) (Entered: 05/13/2004)
05/14/2004 50 _ | Joint MOTION ro Vacate Default Judgment by Citizens
msma Communications Company. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed
‘ Order)(Steele, Sydney) (Entered: 05/14/2004)
05/14/2004 52 NOTICE of Appearance by Cory Brundage on behalf of
: s9.02x8 | BELLSOUTH CORPORATION (YOL, ) (Entered: 05/18/2004)
05/14/2004 53 MOTION for Extension of Time for Bellsouth Corporation to answer
or otherwise respond to the complaint. ¢/s by Deft BELLSOUTH
18648 | CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(YOL, ) (Entered: 05/18/2004)
05/17/2004 51 MOTION to Appear pro hac vice by Citizens Communications
123%(3 Company. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Steele,
‘ Sydney) (Entered: 05/17/2004)
05/17/2004 57 MOTION to Appear pro hac vice to admit attorneys, Michael O.
_ | Warnecke, David R. Melton and Douglas L. Sawyer, filed by Sydney
v KB L. Steele, KROGER GARDIS & REGAS, LLP, on behalf of
' Defendant, Citizens Communications Company. ¢/s (KLS, )
(Entered: 05/19/2004)
05/17/2004 58 7 | RECEIPT #101 1706 in the amount of § 90.00 to pay in full the fee
1274ka | for document #57. (KLS, ) (Entered: 05/19/2004)
05/18/2004 54 = | ANSWER to Amended Complaint by Citizens Communications
s3.08x8 | Company.(Steele, Sydney) (Entered: 05/18/2004)
05/18/2004 33 __ | ORDER granting 47 DEFENDANT CONVERGYS'UNOPPOSED
o KB MOTION FOR SECOND EXTENSION OF TIME. cm Signed by
' Judge Larry J. McKinney on 5/18/04. (YOL, ) (Entered: 05/19/2004)
05/19/2004 56 | ORDER granting 50 Joint Motion to vacate default judgment and
4415:5']@ vacating the hearing set for 5/20/04. ¢cm Signed by Judge Sarah
’ Evans Barker on 5/19/04. (YOL, ) (Entered: 05/19/2004)
05/20/2004 59 SCHEDULING ORDER: Initial Pretrial Conference set for
6/10/2004 08:30 AM in room #277 before Magistrate Judge William
1336KB T. Lawrence. The parties shall file the CMP no less than seven days
' prior to the pretrial conference, Signed by Judge William T.
Lawrence on 5/20/2004. ¢/m WTL (TMA, ) (Entered: 05/20/2004)
05/21/2004 60 _ | MOTION to Appear pro hac vice of Thomas D. Rein and Steven
Yovits by TELEPHONE DATA SYSTEMS, INC.. (Attachments: # 1
98.61KB
' Text of Proposed Order)(Schaibley, John) (Entered: 05/21/2004)
05/21/2004 63 CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT. ¢/s by BELLSOUTH
51.20KB
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CORPORATION. (YOL, ) (Entered: 05/25/2004)

05/21/2004

[O\
N

58.57KB

MOTION to Dismiss for Lack of Personal Jurisdiction. ¢/s by
BELLSOUTH CORPORATION. (YOL, ) (Entered: 05/25/2004)

05/21/2004

12

0.72MB

BRIEFin Support of 64 MOTION to Dismiss for Lack of Personal
Jurisdiction. ¢/s filed by BELLSOUTH CORPORATION.
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1# 2 Exhibit 2# 3 Exhibit 3)(YOL, )
(Entered: 05/25/2004)

05/21/2004

|O\
[@)N

42.17KB

RECEIPT #101-1711 in the amount of $ 60.00. 60 Pro Hac Vice fee
for Attorneys Thomas D. Rein and Steven Yovits. (YOL, ) (Entered:
05/25/2004)

05/24/2004

136.64KB

ORDER granting 51 Motion to Appear pro hac vice. Attorney
Michael O Warnecke for Citizens Communications Company, David
R. Melton for Citizens Communications Company, Douglas L.
Sawyer for Citizens Communications Company added, granting 57
Motion to Appear pro hac vice. Attorney Michael O Warnecke for
Citizens Communications Company, David R. Melton for Citizens
Communications Company, Douglas L. Sawyer for Citizens
Communications Company added. cm Signed by Judge Larry J.
McKinney on 5/24/04. (YOL, ) Modified on 6/7/2004 (YOL, ).
(Entered: 05/24/2004)

05/24/2004

2321KB

MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response to QWEST's
Motion for More Definite Statement by CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Campbell, David) (Entered: 05/24/2004)

05/26/2004

~

=Y

43.77KB

ORDER GRANTS 353 BellSouth to and including 5/21/04 to file
answer . Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 05/26/04. (KIM)
(Entered: 05/27/2004)

05/27/2004

98.42KB

MOTION for Extension of Time to File Answer or to Otherwise
Respond to First Amended Complaint by TELEPHONE DATA
SYSTEMS, INC.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Schaibley, John) (Entered: 05/27/2004)

05/28/2004

2624KB

NOTICE of Appearance by Holiday W. Banta on behalf of TRAQ-
WIRELESS, INC. (Banta, Holiday) (Entered: 05/28/2004)

05/28/2004

28.72KB

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT by TRAQ-
WIRELESS, INC.. (Banta, Holiday) (Entered: 05/28/2004)

06/01/2004

=

a
i

63.22KB

MOTION to Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction (Personal) by
CONVERGYS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A -
Declaration of Tammy Rohrer in Support of Convergys Corporation's
Motion to Dismiss# 2 Text of Proposed Order)(Tragesser, Joel)
(Entered: 06/01/2004)

06/01/2004

I\]
NS}

31,76KB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 71 MOTION to Dismiss for
Lack of Jurisdiction (Personal) filed by CONVERGYS
CORPORATION. (Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 06/01/2004)

AB5




06/01/2004

CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT by CONVERGYS
CORPORATION. (Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 06/01/2004)

06/01/2004

Joint MOTION for Extension of Time to File an Answer or
Otherwise Plead on Behalf of Defendant Trag-Wireless, Inc. by
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, TRAQ-WIRELESS, INC..
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Banta, Holiday) (Entered:
06/01/2004)

06/04/2004

24,01KB

MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response to BellSouth's
Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Personal Jurisdiction by
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Campbell, David) (Entered: 06/04/2004)

06/07/2004

]
B

48.69KB

ORDER granting defendant TRAQ-WIRELESS, INC.'s 74 Motion
for Extension of Time to File a responsive pleading through
6/9/2004. Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 6/7/2004. ¢/m
(LSC, ) (Entered: 06/07/2004)

06/07/2004

FE=t
=

146.15KB

ORDER granting 60 MOTION to Appear pro hac vice of Thomas D.
Rein and Steven Yovits filed by TELEPHONE DATA SYSTEMS,
INC.cm Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 6/7/04. (YOL, )
(Entered: 06/07/2004)

06/07/2004

57.99KB

Joint MOTION for Extension of Time to File an Answer or
Otherwise Plead on Behalf of Defendant Traq-Wireless, Inc. by
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, TRAQ-WIRELESS, INC..
(Attachments: # | Text of Proposed Order)(Banta, Holiday) (Entered:
06/07/2004)

06/08/2004

=]
s

3.42.

RESPONSE in Opposition re 49 MOTION for More Definite
Statement filed by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A# 2 Exhibit B# 3 Exhibit C# 4 Exhibit D#
5 Exhibit E, Part 1# 6 Exhibit B, Part 2# 7 Text of Proposed Order 1#
8 Text of Proposed Order 2)(Campbell, David) (Entered: 06/08/2004)

06/08/2004

76.53KB

CASE MANAGEMENT PLAN TENDERED by CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Cohen, Hamish) (Entered: 06/08/2004)

06/09/2004

28.79KB

Submission of Signature Requirement re 80 Case Management Plan
Tendered by Plaintiff by TRAQ-WIRELESS, INC.. (Banta, Holiday)
(Entered: 06/09/2004)

06/09/2004

47.67KB

NOTICE of Substitution of Appearance and withdrawl of counsel. c/s
Deft Bellsouth Corporation.Cory Stephen Brundage is replaced by
Mr. Trevor R. Carter on behalf of BELLSOUTH CORPORATION.,
(YOL, ) (Entered: 06/14/2004)

06/09/2004

40,74KB

NOTICE of Appearance by Paul D. Vink, S. Andrew Burns, R.
Trevor Carter on behalf of BELLSOUTH CORPORATION (YOL, )
(Entered: 06/14/2004)

06/10/2004

ORDER granting 75 MOTION for Extension of Time to File
Response to BellSouth's Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Personal
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2

19.82KB

Jurisdiction. cm Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 6/10/04.
(YOL, ) (Entered: 06/10/2004)

06/14/2004

194,92KB

MOTION to Appear pro hac vice by BELLSOUTH
CORPORATION, (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Carter,
R.) (Entered: 06/14/2004)

06/14/2004

194.03KB

MOTION to Appear pro hac vice by BELLSOUTH
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Carter,
R.) (Entered: 06/14/2004)

06/14/2004

64.31KB

ENTRY: Parties appear by counsel for initial pretrial conference on
6/10/04, Conference held and concluded without further order,
SCHEDULING ORDER: Status Conference set for 7/22/2004 03:00
PM in room #277 before Magistrate Judge William T. Lawrence.
Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 6/14/04. (JHO) (Entered:
06/14/2004)

06/14/2004

44,70KB

ORDER granting 78 Motion for Enlargement of Time up to and
including 6/16/04 for Defendant Traq-Wireless, Inc. to Answer or
Otherwise Plead. Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 6/14/04.
(JHO, ) (Entered: 06/14/2004)

06/14/2004

65.63KB

ORDER granting 67 Agreed Motion for Extension of Time up to and |
including 7/2/04 for defendant Telephone and Data Systems, Inc. to
answer or otherwise repond to First Amended Complaint. Signed by
Judge William T. Lawrence on 6/14/04. (JHO) (Entered: 06/14/2004)

06/14/2004

25.03KB

ORDER granting 62 Agreed Motion for Extension of Time up to and
including 6/8/04 for Plaintiff to submit its Reponse to Defendant
Qwest's motion for a more definite statement. Signed by Judge
William T. Lawrence on 6/14/04. (THO) (Entered: 06/14/2004)

06/14/2004

12.48KB

RECEIPT #104-1942 in the amount of § 60.00. Pro Hac Vice Fee for
Bose Mckinney and Evans. (YOL, ) (Entered: 06/16/2004)

06/15/2004

195.91KB

ORDER: CASE MANAGEMENT APPROVED AS AMENDED.
Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 6/15/04. (JHO) (Entered:
06/15/2004)

06/15/2004

92.11KB

ORDER granting 49 Defendant QWEST's Motion for More Definite
Statement . Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 6/15/04. (JHO)
(Entered: 06/15/2004)

06/15/2004

220,06KB

2nd AMENDED COMPLAINT against all defendants, filed by
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.(JHO) (Entered: 06/15/2004)

06/15/2004

58.56KB

##*+*PLEASE DISREGARD-FILED IN ERROR*****Joint
MOTION for Extension of Time to File Answer or Otherwise Plead
on behalf of Trag-Wireless, Inc. by CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, TRAQ-WIRELESS, INC.. (Attachments: # 1 Text
of Proposed Order)(Banta, Holiday) Modified on 6/16/2004 (JHO).
(Entered: 06/15/2004)
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06/15/2004 _ | NOTICE by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC re 71 MOTION
) KB to Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction (Personal) - Extension of Time to
’ Respond (Cohen, Hamish) (Entered: 06/15/2004)
06/16/2004 Joint MOTION for Extension of Time to File Answer or Otherwise
Plead on behalf of Traq-Wireless, Inc. by CENTILLION DATA
s8.57x8 | SYSTEMS, LLC, TRAQ-WIRELESS, INC.. (Attachments: # 1 Text
of Proposed Order)(Banta, Holiday) (Entered: 06/16/2004)
06/18/2004 ORDER granting 85 Motion to Appear pro hac vice. Attorney
Richard P Vitek for BELLSOUTH CORPORATION added.cm
11395k8 | Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 6/18/04. (YOL, ) (Entered:
06/18/2004)
06/18/2004 ORDER granting 86 Motion to Appear pro hac vice of Attorney D.
7] |Randall Ayers for BELLSOUTH CORPORATION. cm Signed by
103.88kB { Judge William T. Lawrence on 6/18/04. (YOL, ) (Entered:
06/18/2004)
06/23/2004 100 - | ORDER granting 96 Joint Motion for Extension of Time up to and
: including 7/2/04 to File Answer or Otherwise Plead on behalf of
4s.34kB | Trag-Wireless, Inc. . Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on
6/23/04. (JHO) (Entered: 06/23/2004)
06/28/2004 101 _ | MOTION for Extension of Time to File by CENTILLION DATA
N KB SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Cohen,
’ Hamish) (Entered: 06/28/2004)
06/30/2004 102 MOTION for Extension of Time to File Answer or otherwise respond
to the Second Amended Complaint by TELEPHONE DATA
98.578 | SYSTEMS, INC.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Schaibley, John) (Entered: 06/30/2004)
07/01/2004 103 ORDER granting 101 Plaintiff's Motion for Extension of Time up to
and including 8/6/04 to submit its Response to Defendant BellSouth's
3073kB | Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Personal Jurisdiction. Signed by Judge
William T. Lawrence on 7/1/04. (JHO) (Entered: 07/01/2004)
07/02/2004 104 MOTION to Dismiss Jor Lack of Personal Jurisdiction by Citizens
: 83078 | Communications Company. (Steele, Sydney) (Entered: 07/02/2004)
07/02/2004 105 BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 104 MOTION to Dismiss
Sor Lack of Personal Jurisdiction filed by Citizens Communications
258.06k8 | Company. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit)(Steele, Sydney) (Entered:
07/02/2004)
07/02/2004 106 NOTICE of Appearance by James W. Rﬂey Jr. on behalf of QWEST
1.59x8 | (Riley, James) (Entered: 07/02/2004)
07/02/2004 107 MOTION to Appear pro hac vice (Blank Rome, LLP) by
. ?KB CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
' Proposed Order)(Campbell, David) (Entered: 07/02/2004)
07/02/2004 108 MOTION to Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction (Personal) by QWEST,
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38.25KB

(Riley, James) (Entered: 07/02/2004)

07/02/2004

—
O

146.47KB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 108 MOTION to Dismiss
for Lack of Jurisdiction (Personal) filed by QWEST. (Attachments: #
1 Exhibit A-Affidavit of Stephen Brilz)(Riley, James) (Entered:
07/02/2004)

07/02/2004

69.64KB

ANSWER to Amended Complaint (Second) and Jury Demand by
QWEST.(Riley, James) (Entered: 07/02/2004)

07/02/2004

3|

46.57KB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 71 MOTION to Dismiss for Lack of
Jurisdiction (Personal) filed by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Campbell, David) (Entered: 07/02/2004)

07/02/2004

38.83KB

Joint MOTION to Dismiss Defendant Trag-Wireless, Inc. With
Prejudice by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, TRAQ-
WIRELESS, INC.. (Banta, Holiday) (Entered: 07/02/2004)

07/02/2004

1.03MB

Submission of Evidence in Support of Response in Opposition to
Convergys Motion to Dismiss by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A through G)(Campbell, David)
{Entered: 07/02/2004)

07/06/2004

NOTICE by BELLSOUTH CORPORATION REGARDING
BELLSOUTH CORPORATION'S RESPONSE TO CENTILLION'S
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT (Carter, R.) (Entered:
07/06/2004)

07/06/2004

RECEIPT #101-1916 in the amount of $ 210.00. Pro hac vice fee for
Bingham Mchale. (YOL, ) (Entered: 07/07/2004)

07/07/2004

ORDER granting 102 Motion for Extension of Time to respond or
answer the second amended complaint. cm Signed by Judge William
T. Lawrence on 7/7/04. (YOL, ) (Entered: 07/08/2004)

07/13/2004

42.38KB

ORDER granting 107 Motion to Appear pro hac vice. Attorney
Michael C. Greenbaum for CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
Michael D. White for CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Peter
S. Weissman for CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Denise
Lane-White for CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Leonard D.
Steinman for CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Mary Matterer
for CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC added . Signed by Judge
William T. Lawrence on 7/13/04. (JHO) (Entered: 07/13/2004)

07/15/2004

—
(e <]

|

17.90KB

NOTICE of Voluntary Dismissal by CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC (Campbell, David) (Entered: 07/15/2004)

07/15/2004

\O

|

26.33KB

MOTION for Extension of Time to File Response to Qwest Corp.'s
Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Personal Jurisdiction by
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Campbell, David) (Entered: 07/15/2004)

07/16/2004

—
<

85.34KB

STIPULATION of Dismissal by Centillion Data Systems and by
TELEPHONE DATA SYSTEMS, INC.. (Schaibley, John) (Entered:
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07/16/2004)

07/19/2004

—
S
a

36.02KB

REPLY in support of Motion re 71 MOTION to Dismiss for Lack of
Jurisdiction (Personal) filed by CONVERGYS CORPORATION.
(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 07/19/2004)

07/19/2004

—
D

|

204,12KB

MOTION to Appear pro hac vice by QWEST, (Attachments: # L
Text of Proposed Order Granting Leave to Appear Pro Hac Vice)
(Riley, James) (Entered: 07/19/2004)

07/20/2004

£

107.72KB

CLOSED DISMISSED- Order granting stipulation of dismissal. cm
Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 7/20/04. (YOL, ) (Entered:
07/20/2004)

07/20/2004

Case reopened.Case was closed in error. Stipulaiton dismisses
Telephone and Data Systems. ¢cm Signed by Judge Larry J.
McKinney on 7/20/04. (YOL, ) (Entered: 07/20/2004)

07/20/2004

—
~

|

22.97KB

RECEIPT #104-2060 in the amount of $ 60,00, Pro hac vice fee for
Belusko and Gallegos. (YOL, ) (Entered: 07/23/2004)

07/21/2004

=

29.00KB

MOTION to Appear pro hac vice (H. Keeto Sabharwal) by
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Campbell, David) (Entered: 07/21/2004)

07/21/2004

—
[\
(@)

|

16.10KB

RECEIPT #102-4521 in the amount of $ 30.00. Pro hac vice fee for
Sabharwal. (YOL, ) (Entered: 07/22/2004)

07/22/2004

—
[\l
wn

()

184.51KB

STIPULATION of Dismissal Without Prejudice by Citizens
Communications Company. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed
Order)(Steele, Sydney) (Entered: 07/22/2004)

07/23/2004

(o]

]

69.50KB

ENTRY: Parties appear for status conference on 7/22/04. Conference
held and concluded without further order, Signed by Judge William
T. Lawrence on 7/23/04. (JHO) (Entered: 07/23/2004)

07/24/2004

o
\O

62.23KB

STIPULATION of Dismissal of Traq-Wireless, LLC with Prejudice
by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, TRAQ-WIRELESS,
INC.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Banta, Holiday)
(Entered: 07/24/2004) :

07/26/2004

—
(]

0.61MB

MOTION for Leave to File Surreply in Opposition to Convergys'
Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Personal Jurisdiction by
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
A# 2 Exhibit B)(Cohen, Hamish) (Entered: 07/26/2004)

07/27/2004

—_

27.62KB

ORDER granting 124 Motion to Appear pro hac vice. Attorney H.
Keeto Sabharwal for CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC added .
Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 7/27/04. (JHO) (Entered:
07/27/2004)

07/28/2004

—
[ o]

|

116.48KB

ORDER Granting 122 MOTION for Vince Belusko and Hector
Gallegos to Appear pro hac vice filed by QWEST. Signed by Judge
William T. Lawrence on 7/28/04. (JHO) (Entered: 07/28/2004)
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07/30/2004 133 __ | ORDER granting stipulation of DISMISSAL - TRAQ-WIRELESS,
1311103 INC. terminated.cm Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 7/30/04.
' (YOL, ) (Entered: 07/30/2004)
07/30/2004 134 _ | ORDER GRANTING 125 STIPULAITON OF DISMISSAL filed by
2021(13 Citizens Communications Company. CM Signed by Judge Larry J.
' McKinney on 7/30/04. (YOL, ) (Entered: 07/30/2004)
08/03/2004 135 _ |MOTION for Protective Order by QWEST. (Attachments: # 1
. 81@ Exhibit A# 2 Exhibit B# 3 Exhibit C# 4 Exhibit D# 5 Exhibit E# 6
' Exhibit F)(Riley, James) (Entered: 08/03/2004)
08/03/2004 136 _ | BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 135 MOTION for Protective
493K_B Order filed by QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit G)(Riley, James)
i (Entered: 08/03/2004)
08/05/2004 137 _ | Third MOTION for EnZargemenz‘ of Time (Agreed) by CENTILLION
2 KB DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A)(Cohen,
' Hamish) (Entered: 08/05/2004)
08/10/2004 138 ORDER granting 137 Plaintiff's Third Motion for time, thru 9/6/04,
to respond to BellSouth's motion to dismiss. Signed by Judge
26478 | William T. Lawrence on 08/10/2004. ¢/m WTL (TMA, ) (Entered:
08/10/2004)
08/17/2004 9 Second MOTION for Enlargement of Time to Respond to Defedant
QOwest Corporation's Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Personal
30858 | Jurisdiction by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A)(Cohen, Hamish) (Entered: 08/17/2004)
08/18/2004 140 MOTION for Extension of Time to Respond to Written Discovery
Requests and Requests for Admission by CONVERGYS
2130xk8 | CORPORATION, (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 08/18/2004)
08/18/2004 Submission of Tendered Order by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
1248x8 | LLC. (Cohen, Hamish) (Entered: 08/18/2004)
08/20/2004 ORDER granting 130 Plaintiff's Motion for Leave to File Surreply in
Opposition to Convergys' Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Personal
s666x8 | Jurisdiction . Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 08/20/2004.
¢/m WTL (TMA) (Entered: 08/23/2004)
08/20/2004 _ | SURREPLY re 71 MOTION to Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction
” KB (Personal) filed by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. ¢/s
' (TMA) (Entered: 08/23/2004) '
08/20/2004 144 _ | SUPPLEMENTAL DESIGNATION OF EVIDENCE IN SUPPORT
. 5@3 re 143 SURREPLY filed by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
' c/s (TMA) (Entered: 08/23/2004)
08/25/2004 145 ORDER granting 140 Defendant Convergys' Motion for Extension of
Time, to and including 30 days after the Court issues its ruling on
26.47KB

Convergy's motion to dismiss, to Respond to Written Discovery
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Requests and Requests for Admission. Signed by Judge William T.
Lawrence on 08/25/2004. ¢/m WTL (TMA) (Entered: 08/25/2004)

08/26/2004

—
(@Y

51.08KB

MOTION for Reconsideration re 145 Order on Motion, by
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Affidavit
Affidavit of Counsel# 2 Text of Proposed Order Order Granting
Motion to Reconsider)(Cohen, Hamish) (Entered: 08/26/2004)

08/31/2004

—
~

18.23KB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 146 MOTION for Reconsideration re
145 Order on Motion, filed by CONVERGYS CORPORATION.
(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 08/31/2004)

09/03/2004

fu—
oo

20.67KB

REPLY in support of Motion re 146 MOTION for Reconsideration re
145 Order on Motion, Granting Convergys' Motion for Ext. of Time
to Resp. to Written Disc. and Req for Admissions filed by
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Cohen, Hamish) (Entered:
09/03/2004)

09/09/2004

,_A
~
Vo)

|

89.09KB

ORDER DIRECTING Filing of a Pleading Authorizing Dismissal -
The Court has been advised by counsel that a settlement between
Plaintiff and Defendant BellSouth Corporation has been reached in
this action. Therefore, all pending motions, if any, are now DENIED
AS MOOT and all previously ordered dates relating to discovery,
filings, schedules, conferences and trial, if any, are VACATED.
Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 9/9/04 -cm. (EAH, )
(Entered: 09/10/2004)

05/24/2004

—
<

19.97KB

ORDER denying 146 Plaintiff's Motion for Reconsideration. Signed
by Judge William T. Lawrence on 09/24/2004. ¢/m WTL (TMA,)
(Entered: 05/24/2004)

05/25/2004

24,53KB

MOTION to Compel Jurisdictional Discovery by Qwest by
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Campbell, David) (Entered: 09/29/2004)

09/29/2004

—
o

|

2.835MB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Supportre 151 MOTION to Compel
Jurisdictional Discovery by Qwest filed by CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1# 2 Exhibit 2# 3
Exhibit 3# 4 Exhibit 4# 5 Exhibit 5# 6 Exhibit 6# 7 Exhibit 7# 8
Exhibit 8# 9 Exhibit 9# 10 Exhibit 10# 11 Exhibit 11)(Campbell,
David) (Entered: 09/29/2004)

09/29/2004

[y
{88

16,31KB

Statement (Rule 37.1) for Motion to Compel Jurisdictional Discovery
by Qwest by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, (Campbell,
David) (Entered: 09/29/2004)

10/04/2004

—
L))
SN

20.39KB

STIPULATION of Dismissal (Joint) by-CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A)(Cohen, Hamish)
(Entered: 10/04/2004)

10/14/2004

—
(¥,

i

0.63MB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 151 MOTION to Compel
Jurisdictional Discovery by Qwest and Supplement to Motion for
Protective Order filed by QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit H# 2
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Exhibit # 3 Exhibit J# 4 Exhibit K)(Riley, James) (Entered:
10/14/2004)

10/14/2004

156 Statement of Qwest Communications International Inc. Pursuant to
10s45k8 | S.D. Ind. LR. 37.1 by QWEST. (Riley, James) (Entered: 10/14/2004)
10/14/2004 157 ORDER grants the stipulation of dismissal with prej all costs and
_ | aftnys fees previously paid as to deft-Bellsouth Corp. All of pltfs
207‘?—'11@ remaining claims brought against any and all remaining defts shall
' remain pending cm Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 10/14/04.
(CBU, ) (Entered: 10/18/2004)
10/21/2004 158 REPLY in support of Motion re 151 MOTION to Compel
Jurisdictional Discovery by Qwest filed by CENTILLION DATA
OSMB SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 12# 2 Exhibit 13# 3
‘ Exhibit 14# 4 Exhibit 15# 5 Exhibit 16# 6 Exhibit 17)(Campbell,
David) (Entered: 10/21/2004)

10/22/2004 159 RESPONSE in Opposition fto Qwest's Supplement to Motion for
Protective Order and in Support of Centillion's Request for Extension
of Time to Respond to Written Discovery filed by CENTILLION

; OMB DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1# 2 Exhibit 2# 3
' Exhibit 3# 4 Exhibit 4# 5 Exhibit 5# 6 Exhibit 6# 7 Exhibit 7# 8
Exhibit 8# 9 Exhibit 9# 10 Exhibit 10)(Campbell, David) (Entered:
10/22/2004)
10/27/2004 160 SCHEDULING ORDER: Status Conference set for 11/12/2004 01:30
— | PMin room #277 before Magistrate Judge William T. Lawrence. All
105}1@ Indianapolis counsel shall appear in person. Out of state counsel may
“ participate by telephone. Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on
10/27/2004. ¢/m WTL (TMA, ) (Entered: 10/27/2004)
10/28/2004 16l _ | REPLY in support of Motion re 135 MOTION for Protective Order
i KB (Supplemental) filed by QWEST. (Riley, James) (Entered:
' 10/28/2004) .
11/15/2004 162 ENTRY - Parties appear by counsel for pretrial status conference on
11/12/04. ORDER granting in part and denying in part 151 Motion to
Compel Jurisdictional Discovery. Further, the Court DENIES
203258 | defendants' Supplement to Motion for Protective Order. Signed by
Judge William T. Lawrence on 11/15/2004. ¢/m WTL (TMA, )
(Entered: 11/15/2004)
11/17/2004 163 SCHEDULING ORDER: Settlement Conference set for 1/12/2005
| 09:30 AM in room #277 before Magistrate Judge William T.
1249x8 | Lawrence. Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 11/17/2004. ¢/m
WTL (TMA, ) (Entered: 11/17/2004)
12/08/2004 164 ORDER denies 71 defendant Convergys Corporation's Motion to
" KB Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney
' on 12/08/04. (GJQ) (Entered: 12/08/2004)
12/09/2004 165 Submission of Protective Order by CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
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34.18KB

QWEST, CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Riley, James)
(Entered: 12/09/2004)

12/09/2004

(@)Y
(@)Y

48.24KB

PROTECTIVE ORDER. Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on
12/9/04. (JHO) (Entered: 12/09/2004)

12/13/2004

~J

|

29.89KB

ORDER granting 139 Plif's Second Agreed Motion for Enlargement
of Time to respond to Motion to Dismiss. Signed by Judge William
T. Lawrence on 12/10/04. (JHO) (Entered: 12/13/2004)

01/10/2005

—_
oo

26.41KB

ANSWER to Amended Complaint (Second), COUNTERCLAIM
against CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC by CONVERGYS
CORPORATION.(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 01/10/2005)

01/14/2005

ot
\O

|

-

10.84KB

ENTRY - Parties appear in person and by counsel for settlement
conference on 1/12/05. Conference held and concluded without
further order, SCHEDULING ORDER: Status Conference between
Convergys Corp. and Centillion Data Systems, LLC, set for
2/24/2005 09:30 AM in room #277 before Magistrate Judge William
T. Lawrence. Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 01/14/2005.
c/m WTL (TMA, ) (Entered: 01/14/2005)

01/21/2005

—
(e}

0.90MB

MOTION to Consolidate Cases by CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # | Exhibit A)(Cohen, Hamish)
(Entered: 01/21/2005)

01/31/2005

—
~
[

|

14.38KB

ANSWER to Counterclaim by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Cohen, Hamish) (Entered: 01/31/2005)

02/04/2005

‘H

[\

38.80KB

RESPONSE to Motion re 170 MOTION to Consolidate Cases Non-
Opposition by Qwest Entities filed by QWEST. (Riley, James)
(Entered: 02/04/2005)

02/11/2005

11.44KB

REPLY in support of Motion re 170 MOTION to Consolidate Cases
filed by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Cohen, Hamish)
(Entered: 02/11/2005) ’

02/14/2005

61.02KB

ORDER denying as moot 108 Motion to Dismiss for Lack of
Jurisdiction in light of the current consolidation. Granting 170
Motion to Consolidate Cases 1:04-cv-2076 is consolidated into this
cause, All CMP deadlines are hereby vacated. Signed by Judge Larry
J. McKinney on 02/14/05. cm (AJN, ) (Entered: 02/15/2005)

02/15/2005

—
()]

60.62KB

Remark is a Continuation of Docket Entry [#174] However, QWEST
shall have 30 days from the date of this Order to renew its motion.
All Case Management Plan deadlines are hereby Vacated. The parties
shall confer with Magistrate Judge William T. Lawrence to establish
deadlines for filing a new case management plan. The status
conference between Convergys Corporation and Centillion Data
Systems, LLC, remains set for February 24, 2005. LM c¢m (AJN, )
(Entered: 02/15/2005)

02/17/2005

—
(e

SCHEDULING ORDER: Status Conference set for 3/25/2005 02:00
PM in room #277 before Magistrate Judge William T. Lawrence. Out
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of state counsel may participate by telephone. Signed by Judge

. s;qa William T. Lawrence on 02/17/2005. ¢/m WTL (TMA, ) (Entered:
' 02/17/2005)
02/24/2005 177 - MOTION to Withdraw as Attomey by QWEST CORPORATION,
152KB QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
' 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Riley, James) (Entered: 02/24/2005)
02/25/2005 178 ORDER granting 177 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney Stephen J
7 | Tan on behalf of Qwest Corp and Qwest Communictions Corp
70.83k8 | Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 2/25/05. (CBU, ) (Entered:
02/25/2005)
02/25/2005 178 ENTRY - Parties appear by counsel for status conference on 2/24/05.
7] | Conference held and concluded without further order. Cause remains
1065kB | set for status conference on 3/25/05, Signed by Judge William T.
Lawrence on 02/25/2005. ¢/m WTL (TMA, ) (Entered: 02/25/2005)
03/09/2005 180 _ | MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by CENTILLION DATA
109KB SYSTEMS, LLC, CITT GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC.. (Attachments:
' # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Cohen, Hamish) (Entered: 03/09/2005)
03/10/2005 181 | ORDER granting 180 Motion to Withdraw as Attorneys Andrew Mar
.=l | & Brian Bodine. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 03/10/05.
' (AJN,) (Entered: 03/10/2005)
03/16/2005 182 NOTICE by QWEST CORPORATION of Consent to Personal
19.34kB | Jurisdiction (Riley; James) (Entered: 03/16/2005)
03/16/2005 183 MOTION for Extension of Time to April 15, 2005 fo Respond to
Plaintiff's Second Amended Complaint by QWEST
12845k | CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Riley,
James) (Entered: 03/16/2005)
03/17/2005 184 _ | ORDER granting 183 Motion for Extension of Time to File Answer
| t004/15/05 . Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 03/17/05.
' (AJN, ) (Entered: 03/17/2005)
03/21/2005 185 . |MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney (Petition) to Withdraw
19KB Appearance by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
' (Attachments; # 1 Exhibit A)(Cohen, Hamish) (Entered: 03/21/2005)
03/22/2005 186 _ | ORDER granting 185 Motion to Withdraw as Attomey, Mary
16 KB Matterer. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 03/22/05. (AJN, )
' (Entered: 03/22/2005)
03/31/2005 187 NOTICE by QWEST Regarding Discovery Issues (Riley, James)
77.16k8 | (Entered: 03/31/2005) :
04/06/2005 188 | RESPONSE in Opposition to Qwest's "Notice to Court Regarding
14KB Discovery Issues” filed by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
' (Campbell, David) (Entered: 04/06/2005)
04/15/2005 189 7 | ANSWER to Amended Complaint (Second) by QWEST
97.84KB
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CORPORATION.(Riley, James).(Entered: 04/15/2005)

05/11/2005

()

5.20MB

NOTICE by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION of Re-Examination Request
(Attachments; # 1 Exhibit Exhibit A - Part 1# 2 Exhibit Exhibit A -
Part 2# 3 Exhibit Exhibit A - Part 3# 4 Exhibit Exhibit A - Part 4)
(Riley, James) (Entered: 05/11/2005)

05/13/2005

87.51KB

MOTION to Stay by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Riley, James) (Entered:
05/13/2005)

05/13/2005

116.25KB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 191 MOTION to Stay filed
by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Riley, James) (Entered:
05/13/2005)

05/13/2005

89,50KB

MOTION for Extension of Time to Respond to Outstanding
Discovery by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Riley, James) (Entered:
05/13/2005)

05716/2005

59.66KB

Submission of Proposed Order Granting Motion to Stay filed by
QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Riley, James) (Entered:
05/16/2005)

05/16/2005

59.95KB

Submission of Proposed Order Granting Extension of Time to
Respond to Discovery filed by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Riley, James)
(Entered: 05/16/2005)

05/31/2005

(@2

0.84MB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 191 MOTION to Stay Proceedings
filed by CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit Order dated Nov. 12,
2004# 2 Exhibit Answer to 1st Set of Interrogatories)(Cohen,
Hamish) (Entered: 05/31/2005)

05/31/2005

—_
-

4,55MB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 193 MOTION for Extension of Time to
Respond to Outstanding Discovery and Cross Motion to Compel
Discovery Responses filed by CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC.,,
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order Order on Motion to Compel# 2 Exhibit QC's First
Response# 3 Exhibit QC's First Admission Response# 4 Exhibit QC's
Interrogatory Responses# 5 Exhibit QC's Second Response# 6
Exhibit Plaintiff's 1st Admission Request# 7 Exhibit Plaintiff's 1st set
of Interrogatories# 8§ Exhibit Plaintiff's 1st document request# 9
Exhibit Plaintiff's 2nd document request# 10 Exhibit Dulles
Technology Partners)(Cohen, Hamish) (Entered: 05/31/2005)

06/03/2005

20.02KB

NOTICE by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC of Withdrawal
of Cross Motion to Compel (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed
Order)(Cohen, Hamish) (Entered: 06/03/2005)
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06/06/2005

—
O

:

8. 85KB

Submission of Order on Notice of Withdrawal of Cross Motion to
Compel #198 by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Cohen,
Hamish) (Entered: 06/06/2005)

06/07/2005

[\
o

94.80KB

ORDER denying 193 Qwest Communications International Inc. and
QwestCorporation, and Counter-Plaintiff, Qwest Communications
Corporation's Motion for Extension of Time to respond to
outstanding discovery. Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on
06/07/2005. ¢/m WTL (TMA, ) (Entered: 06/07/2005)

06/09/2005

[\*]
(]
—_

|

1.00MB

REPLY in support of Motion re 191 MOTION to Stay, 193
MOTION for Extension of Time to Respond to Outstanding
Discovery filed by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
A)Riley, James) (Entered: 06/09/2005)

06/09/2005

[\
<
o

|

0.68MB

NOTICE by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION of Objection to Order
Denying Motion for Enlargement of Time to Respond to Discovery
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A)(Riley, James) (Entered: 06/09/2005)

06/13/2005

[\*]
]
L

|

220.54KB

ORDER denying 191 Motion to Stay. The same entities' Objection to
Order Denying Motion for Enlargment of Time to Respond to
Discovery isOVERRULED. Parties shall respond to outstanding
discovery requests on or before July 8, 2005. Signed by Judge Larry
J. McKinney on 06/13/05. (AJN, ) Modified on 6/14/2005 (AJN, ).
(Entered: 06/13/2005) '

06/30/2005

204

0.67MB

NOTICE by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION of Re-examination of '270
Patent by the United States Patent and Trademark Office
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit)(Riley, James) (Entered: 06/30/2005)

07/08/2005

N
(]
W

13.55KB

"Witness List and Exhibit List (Preliminary) by CENTILLION DATA

SYSTEMS, LLC. (Cohen, Hamish) (Entered: 07/08/2005)

07/14/2005

[\
[e]
N

|

-

13.21KB

Exhibit List (Preliminary) by CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
CONVERGYS CORPORATION., Witness List (Preliminary) by
CONVERGYS CORPORATION, CONVERGYS CORPORATION.
(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 07/14/2005)

07/15/2005

[\*]
(]
~1

|

92.99KB

Witness List & Exhibit List - Preliminary by QWEST, QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Riley, James) (Entered: 07/15/2005)

07/15/2005

[\
(]
(o]

|

113.14KB

MOTION for Extension of Time to Octaber 31, 2005 To File Motion
for Leave to Join Additional Parties by CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS)
INC., CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1

'Exhibit A# 2 Text of Proposed Order)(Cohen, Hamish) (Entered:

07/15/2005)

07/20/2005

147.32KB

MOTION to Stay (Renewed) by QWEST, QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
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CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Riley,
James) (Entered: 07/20/2005)

07/20/2005

o
<o

|

0,71MB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 209 MOTION to Stay
(Renewed) filed by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
A# 2 Exhibit B# 3 Exhibit C)(Riley, James) (Entered: 07/20/2005)

07/27/2005

3]
—

|

15.70KB

MOTION to Join Qwest's Renewed Motion to Stay Proceedings by
CONVERGYS CORPORATION, CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Granting Motion to Join)
(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 07/27/2005)

07/28/2005

ro
[\

|

38.63KB

ORDER granting 211 Motion to join Qwests renewed motion to stay
proceedings Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 7/28/05. (CBU, )
(Entered: 07/28/2005)

08/02/2005

[\

W)

20.16KB

MOTION to Compel (and Motion for Contempt) Production of
Documents and Things by Defis Qwest or to Strike Qwests' Answers
by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit 1)(Cohen, Hamish) (Entered: 08/02/2005)

08/02/2005

[\
I~

1.92MB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 213 MOTION to Compel
(and Motion for Contempt) Production of Documents and Things by
Defis Qwest or to Strike Qwests' Answers filed by CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments; # 1 Exhibit A - 19 pgs.# 2
Exhibit B# 3 Exhibit C# 4 Exhibit D# 5 Exhibit E)(Cohen, Hamish)
(Entered: 08/02/2005)

08/05/2005

[\
W

|

389.08KB

MOTION to Compel by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Exhibit A# 2 Text of Proposed Order)(Riley, James) (Entered:
08/05/2005)

08/05/2005

[\
[@)

|

339.12KB

Statement S.D. Ind. LR. 37.1 by QWEST, QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1# 2 Exhibit 2)(Riley,
James) (Entered: 08/05/2005)

08/08/2005

o
-

1.06MB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 209 MOTION to Stay (Renewed) filed
by CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A (Order of 11/12/04)#
2 Exhibit B)(Cohen, Hamish) (Entered: 08/08/2005)

08/11/2005

o
[o2e]

|

3.28MB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 213 MOTION to Compel (and Motion
Jor Contempt) Production of Documents and Things by Defts Qwest
or to Strike Qwests' Answers filed by QWEST, QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A# 2 Exhibit B# 3
Exhibit C# 4 Exhibit D)(Riley, James) (Entered: 08/11/2005)

08/17/2005

[\
\O

|

'

0.74MB

REPLY in support of Motion re 209 MOTION to Stay (Renewed)
filed by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
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COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
At 2 Exhibit B# 3 Exhibit C)(Riley, James) (Entered: 08/17/2005)

08/19/2005

3]
[\
je]

47.45KB

ORDER granting 208 Centillion's Motion for Extension of Time. The
deadline to file motions for leave to join additional parties is
extended to and including October 31, 2005. Signed by Judge
William T, Lawrence on 08/19/2005. ¢/m WTL (TMA, ) (Entered:
08/22/2005)

08/23/2005

]
—

|

)
E

154.09KB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 215 MOTION to Compel filed by
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1# 2 Exhibit 2# 3
Exhibit 3)(Cohen, Hamish) (Entered: 08/23/2005)

08/24/2005

222

65.57KB

ORDER denying 209 Defendants' Renewed Motion to Stay. ¢/m
Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 08/24/05. (GJQ) (Entered:
08/24/2005)

08/25/2005

0.66MB

REPLY in support of Motion re 213 MOTION to Compel (and
Motion for Contempt) Production of Documents and Things by Defts
QOwest or to Strike Qwests' Answers filed by CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
A# 2 Exhibit B# 3 Exhibit C)(Cohen, Hamish) (Entered: 08/25/2005)

09/01/2005

197.98KB

REPLY in support of Motion re 215 MOTION to Compel filed by
QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
A)Riley, James) (Entered: 09/01/2005)

09/01/2005

[\

25

127,46KB

MOTION for Oral Argument by QWEST, QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Riley,
James) (Entered: 09/01/2005)

09/13/2005

\l\)
[\
[e

55.42KB

ORDER granting in part and denying in part 213 Motion to Compel,
granting in part and denying in part 215 Motion to Compel, and
denying 225 Motion for Oral Argument. See order for Court-ordered
deadlines. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 09/13/05. (GJQ)
(Entered: 09/13/2005) '

09/13/2005

N3
[\
~J

23.80KB

MOTION to Reset Claim Construction Deadlines by CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # ] Text of Proposed Order)(Cohen, Hamish)
(Entered: 09/13/2005)

09/14/2005

D
N
oo

57.29KB

ORDER denying 227 Motion to Reset Claim Construction Deadlines.
Parties are to proceed with discovery and comply with the deadlines
set by the Court's 9/13/05 order. Further, parties shall file a proposed
Revised Case Management Plan by 10/21/05. ¢/m Signed by Judge
Larry J. McKinney on 09/14/05. (GJQ) (Entered: 09/14/2005)

09/14/2005

228 SCHEDULING ORDER: Parties are to appear by counsel for a
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Case Management Plan Conference on 10/25/05 at 10:30 AM in
room #204 before Judge Larry J. McKinney. ¢/m'Signed by Judge
Larry J. McKinney on 09/14/05. (GJQ) (Entered: 09/14/2005)

09/30/2005

Q]
[\
\O

20.91KB

MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney by CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Cohen,
Hamish) (Entered: 09/30/2005)

10/03/2005

S8
[l

0.57TMB

ORDER granting 229 Motion to Withdraw as Attomey Hamish S
Cohen. . Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 10/3/05. (CBU, )
(Entered: 10/04/2005)

10/04/2005

[\
—

10.94KB

NOTICE of Appearance by Brad R. Maurer on behaif of
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC (Maurer, Brad) (Entered: 10/04/2005)

10/04/2005

232

26.49KB

MOTION for Maintaining Court-Ordered Statement Under Seal
Pursuant to Local Rule 5.3 and to Submit Exhibits for In Camera
Inspection by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Maurer, Brad) (Entered:
10/04/2003)

10/04/2005

o
w

|

10.84KB

NOTICE by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC,,
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC of Manual Filing (Maurer,
Brad) (Entered: 10/04/2005)

10/04/2005

.
w
=~

SEALED DOCUMENT, Statement of position on infringement by
Plaintiff, CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (PG, ) (Entered:
10/06/2005)

10/05/2005

0.57MB

ORDER granting 232 Motion for maintaining Court-Ordered
statement under seal and to submit exhibits for in camera inspection .
Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 10/5/05. (CBU, ) (Entered:
10/06/2005)

10/21/2005

16.62KB

MOTION to Appear pro hac vice - Brian S. Seal by CONVERGYS
CORPORATION, CONVERGYS CORPORATION. (Attachments:
# 1 Text of Proposed Order Granting Motion to Appear Pro Hac
Vice)(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 10/21/2005)

10/21/2005

Q8]
(OS]
~J

60.31KB

SCHEDULING ORDER: The 10/25/05 Case Management Plan
Conference is VACATED and RE-SET for 11/1/05 at 2:00 PM in
room #204 before Judge Larry J. McKinney. ¢/m Signed by Judge
Larry J. McKinney on 10/21/05. (GJQ) (Entered: 10/21/2005)

10/21/2005

[\]
w
[ve]

48.66KB

CASE MANAGEMENT PLAN TENDERED by CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC (Proposed Revised). (Attachments: # 1 Text
of Proposed Order Entering Centillion's Proposed Changes to Case
Management Plan)(Maurer, Brad) (Entered: 10/21/2005)

10/21/2005

[\]
(O8]
\O

CASE MANAGEMENT PLAN TENDERED by CONVERGYS
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61.69KB

CORPORATION, QWEST, CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION (Proposed Revised). (Tragesser, Joel) (Entered:
10/21/2005)

10/21/2005

o
(]

20.28KB

RECEIPT #102 7231 in the amount of § 30.00 for PHV, Brian S.
Seal. (PG, ) (Entered: 10/24/2005)

10/25/2005

]
—_

32.45KB

ORDER granting 236 Motion to Appear pro hac vice. Attorney Brian
S. Seal for CONVERGYS CORPORATION added . Signed by Judge
William T, Lawrence on 10/25/05. (JHO) (Entered: 10/25/2005)

10/25/2005

128.96KB

Unopposed MOTION for Continuance by QWEST, QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Riley,
James) (Entered: 10/25/2005) -

10/27/2005

Fl

84,53KB

ORDER granting 242 Motion for Continuance of Case Managment
Plan Conference to 2:00 p.m. on November 10, 2005. Signed by
Judge Larry J. McKinney on 10/27/05. (PG, ) (Entered: 10/27/2005)

11/09/2005

82.41KB

ORDER: REVISED CASE MANAGEMENT PLAN. See Order for
specific details and deadlines. ¢/m Signed by Judge Larry J.
McKinney on 11/09/05. (GJQ) (Entered: 11/09/2005)

11/09/2005

244 ORDER: The 11/10/05 conference is VACATED. ¢/m Signed by
Judge Larry J. McKinney on 11/09/05. (GJQ) (Entered: 11/09/2005)

11/09/2005

|l\)
=
w

22.24KB

MOTION for Sanctions Pursuant to Fed R Civ P 11 by QWEST.
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 11/09/2005)

11/09/2005

246

1.74MB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 245 MOTION for Sanctions
Pursuant to Fed R Civ P 11 filed by QWEST. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit A# 2 Exhibit B# 3 Exhibit C# 4 Exhibit D# 5 Exhibit E# 6
Exhibit F# 7 Exhibit G# 8 Exhibit H# 9 Exhibit I)(Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 11/09/2005)

11/10/2005

244 SCHEDULING ORDER: Final Pretrial Conference set for
1/8/07 at 2:00 PM in room #204 and Jury Trial set for 1/29/07 at 9:30
AM in courtroom #202 before Judge Larry J, McKinney. Signed by
Judge Larry J. McKinney on 11/10/05. (GJQ) (Entered: 11/10/2005)

11/10/2005

60.88KB

NOTICE of Appearance by Phillip J. Fowler on behalf of
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 11/10/2005)

11/28/2005

1.45MB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 245 MOTION for Sanctions Pursuant
to Fed R Civ P 11 filed by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 (filed under seal)# 2 Exhibit 2 (filed
under seal)# 3 Exhibit 3# 4 Exhibit 4# 5 Exhibit 5# ¢ Exhibit 6# 7

Al0l




Exhibit 7# 8 Exhibit 8# 9 Exhibit 9% 10 Exhibit 10)(Campbell,
David) (Entered: 11/28/2005)

11/28/2005

143.48KB

MOTION to Maintain Under Seal Exhibits for In Camera Inspection
by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, 1L.LC, CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Campbell, David) (Entered: 11/28/2005)

11/28/2005

N
[ea]

|

70.55KB

NOTICE of Filing (Manual) by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC, CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC
(Campbell, David) (Entered; 11/28/2005)

11/28/2005

[\

(V%)

SEALED DOCUMENT Exhibits 1 & 2 re 248 Response in
Opposition to Motion, by Plaintiff, CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC (PG, ) (Entered: 12/01/2005)

11/30/2005

[\
—

|

1.22MB

CONTENTIONS (Preliminary Infringement) by CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC.. (Campbell, David) (Entered: 11/30/2005)

12/01/2005

[\
[N

132.46KB

MOTION to Withdraw 231 Notice of Appearance by CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order Order Regarding Motion to Withdraw Appearance)
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 12/01/2005)

12/05/2005

o)
S

|

92.25KB

ORDER granting 252 Motion to Withdraw Appearance of Brad R.
Maurer. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 12/05/05. (PG, )
(Entered: 12/05/2005)

12/07/2005

[\
|

|

46547KB

REPLY in support of Motion re 245 MOTION for Sanctions
Pursuant to Fed R Civ P 11 filed by QWEST. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit J# 2 Exhibit K)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 12/07/2005)

12/15/2005

N
()Y

|

75.78KB

Statement of Claim Terms Proposed for Construction by
CONVERGYS CORPORATION, QWEST. (Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 12/15/2005)

01/04/2006

[\
~J

91.32KB

ORDER: Defendants' and Counterclaim Plaintiff's 245 Motion for
Sanctions is DENIED and Plaintiff's 249 Motion to Maintain Under
Seal Exhibits for In Camera Inspection is GRANTED. c¢/m Signed by
Judge Larry J. McKinney on 1/4/06. (GJQ) (Entered: 01/04/2006)

01/06/2006

29.11KB

Submission of Joint Claim Construction" Chart by all parties.
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit - Joint Claim Construction Chart)
(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 01/06/2006)

02/06/2006

128.39KB

MOTION for Leave to File Excess Pages on Oversized Memorandum
by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CENTILLION DATA

SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order .

Al102




On Motion for Leave to File OVersized Memorandum)(Fowler,
Phillip) (Entered: 02/06/2006)

02/06/2006

[\
<

|

6.63MB

PRETRIAL MEMORANDUM by CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI
GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1# 2 Exhibit 2 Part 1# 3 Exhibit 2
Part 2# 4 Exhibit 34 5 Exhibit 4# 6 Exhibit 5% 7 Exhibit 6# 8 Exhibit
7# 9 Exhibit 8)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 02/06/2006)

02/07/2006

o]

—

|

82.45KB

ORDER granting 259 Motion for Leave to File Excess Pages .
Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 2/7/06. (PG, ) (Entered:
02/07/2006) :

03/07/2006

¥

2.03MB

PRETRIAL MEMORANDUM by CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
QWEST, CONVERGYS CORPORATION, QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION., (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A - Defendant's Joint
Claim Memo (IP 98-1748)# 2 Exhibit B - Centillion's Reply Memo
(1P 98-1748)# 3 Exhibit Declaration of Dr. H.E. Dunsmore)
(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 03/07/2006)

03/07/2006

[\
(S

.

17.10MB

Submission of Exhibits A - N to Declaration of Dr. H.E. Dunsmore
by CONVERGYS CORPORATION, QWEST, CONVERGYS
CORPORATION, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
A to Declaration ? H.E. Dunsmore CV# 2 Exhibit B-1 to Declaration
- U.S. Patent No. 5,287,270# 3 Exhibit B-2 to Declaration - U.S.
Patent No. 5,287,270# 4 Exhibit C to Declaration ? H.E. Dunsmore?s
sources# 5 Exhibit D-1 to Declaration ? H.E. Dunsmore's Claim
Construction Chart# 6 Exhibit D-2 to Declaration ? H.E. Dunsmore's
Claim Construction Chart# 7 Exhibit D-3 to Declaration 7 H.E.
Dunsmore's Claim Construction Chart# 8 Exhibit E to Declaration -
Dictionary of Minicomputing and Microcomputing# 9 Exhibit F to
Declaration - 8/11/93 Amendment# 10 Exhibit G to Declaration -
3/2/93 Office Action# 11 Exhibit H to Declaration - Declaration of
Daniel D. Briere# 12 Exhibit I to Declaration - Webster?s New
World Dictionary of Computer Terms# 13 Exhibit J to Declaration -
Dictionary of Computer Terms# 14 Exhibit K to Declaration -
Newton?s Telecom Dictionary# 15 Exhibit L to Declaration -
Microsoft Press - Computer Dictionary# 16 Exhibit M to Declaration
- Computing Terms and Acronyms: a dictionary# 17 Exhibit N to
Declaration - McGraw-Hill Dictionary of Scientific and Technical
Terms)(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 03/07/2006)

03/07/2006

i

|

10.07MB

Submission Exhibits A - D to Declaration of Dr. H.E. Dunsmore by
CONVERGYS CORPORATION, QWEST, CONVERGYS
CORPORATION, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
A to Declaration ? H.E. Dunsmore CV# 2 Exhibit B-1 to Declaration
- U.S. Patent No. 5,287,270# 3 Exhibit B-2 to Declaration - U.S.
Patent No. 5,287,270# 4 Exhibit C to Declaration ? H.E. Dunsmore?s
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sources# 5 Exhibit D-1 to Declaration ? H.E. Dunsmore's Claim
Construction Chart# 6 Exhibit D-2 to Declaration ? HL.E. Dunsmore's
Claim Construction Chart# 7 Exhibit D-3 to Declaration ? H.E.
Dunsmore's Claim Construction Chart)(Tragesser, Joel)
*¥FWITHDRAWN pursuant to 276 *** (Entered: 03/07/2006)

03/07/2006

[ ]
wn

.

16,62MB

Submission of Exhibits O & P to Declaration of Dr. H.E. Dunsmore
by CONVERGYS CORPORATION, QWEST, CONVERGYS
CORPORATION, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
O-1 to Declaration - File History of U.S. Patent No. 5,287,270, Appl.
No. 984,374# 2 Exhibit O-2 to Declaration - File History of U.S.
Patent No. 5,287,270, Appl. No. 984,374# 3 Exhibit O-3 to
Declaration - File History of U.S. Patent No. 5,287,270, Appl. No.
984,374# 4 Exhibit O-4 to Declaration - File History of U.S. Patent
No. 5,287,270, Appl. No. 984,374# 5 Exhibit O-5 to Declaration -
File History of U.S. Patent No. 5,287,270, Appl. No. 984,374# 6
Exhibit P-1 to Declaration - File History of U.S. Patent Appl. No.
07/393,699, Filed August 14, 19894 7 Exhibit P-2 to Declaration -
File History of U.S. Patent Appl. No. 07/393,699, Filed August 14,
19894# 8 Exhibit P-3 to Declaration - File History of U.S. Patent
Appl. No. 07/393,699, Filed August 14, 1989# 9 Exhibit P-4 to
Declaration - File History of U.S. Patent Appl. No. 07/393,699, Filed
August 14, 1989)(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 03/07/2006)

03/07/2006

N
N

|

15.24KB

MOTION for Leave to File Excess Pages - Answering Memorandum
on Claim Construction by CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
QWEST, CONVERGYS CORPORATION, QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order
Granting Motion to File Excess Pages)(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered:
03/07/2006)

03/07/2006

o
~J

|

16,40KB

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to 03/07/2006 in which
to 262 Pretrial Memorandum, (2 hours) by CONVERGYS
CORPORATION, QWEST, CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION, (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order
Granting Two Hour Extension of Time)(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered:
03/07/2006)

03/07/2006

[
oo

15.61KB

MOTION to Substitute Table of Authorities in Answering
Memorandum on Claim Construction (Docket No, 262) by
CONVERGYS CORPORATION, QWEST, CONVERGYS
CORPORATION, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order Granting Motion to Substitute Table of Authorities)
(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 03/07/2006)

L ST R T YT L

03/08/2006

N
O

|

MOTION to Withdraw 264 Submission,, by CONVERGYS
CORPORATION, QWEST, CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS

Al04




16493 | CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order
Granting Motion to Withdraw Duplicate Filing)(Tragesser, Joel)
(Entered: 03/08/2006)

03/08/2006

[\
[ew)

MOTION to Compel Discovery by CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
CONVERGYS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

1654k8 | Proposed Order Granting Motion to Compel Discovery)(Tragesser,

Joel) (Entered: 03/08/2006)

03/08/2006 271 BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 270 MOTION to Compel
Discoyery filed by CONVERGYS CORPORATION, CONVERGYS
_ | CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A - Excerpts of
. 6 Centillion's Supp. and Amd. Obj. and Ans. to Interrogatories# 2

' Exhibit B - Excerpts of Centillion's Responses to Document
Requests# 3 Exhibit C - Letters dated Feb. 22nd and Feb. 24th)
(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 03/08/2006)

03/08/2006

[\
)

Statement per Local Rule 37,1 by CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
CONVERGYS CORPORATION. (Tragesser, Joel) (Entered:
03/08/2006)

|

03/09/2006 273 ORDER granting 266 Motion for Leave to File Excess Pages .
Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 3/9/06. (PG, ) (Entered:
03/09/2006)

03/09/2006 274 _. | ORDER granting 267 Motion for Extension of Time to File to
Bl |3/7/06 . Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 3/9/06. (PG, )
(Entered: 03/09/2006)

ORDER granting 268 Motion to Substitute Table of Authorities in
Defendants' Answering Memorandum on Claim Construction 262

i | with Exhibit A to Defendants' Motion to Substitute Table of
41.67«8 | Authorities in Answering Memorandum on Claim Construction .
Signed by Judge Larry J. McKimney on 3/9/06. (PG, ) (Entered:
03/09/2006) .

03/09/2006

[\
~]
L

[\
N

03/10/2006 276 _ | ORDER granting 269 Motion to Withdraw 264 Submission of
Bl | Exhibits A-D . Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 3/10/06.

41.14KB (PG, ) (Entered: 03/10/2006)

03/21/2006

[\
~J

REPLY in support of Motion re 259 MOTION for Leave to File
Excess Pages on Oversized Memorandum on Claim Interpretation
filed by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
2818 | (Attachments: # ] Declaration of Jack Grimes, PhD# 2 Exhibit App
A Grimes Declaration# 3 Exhibit App B*Grimes Declaration, Part 1#
4 Exhibit App B Grimes Declaration, Part 2# 5 Exhibit 9% 6 Exhibit
10)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 03/21/2006)

|

[\
(oo

03/27/2006 RESPONSE in Opposition re 270 MOTION to Compel Discovery
filed by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
1sive | Exhibit A# 2 Exhibit B# 3 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip)

(Entered: 03/27/2006)

|
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03/27/2006

(\]
D

gt
Y

9.23KB

SCHEDULING ORDER: Status Conference (discovery dispute) set
for 3/29/2006 02:00 PM in room #277 before Magistrate Judge
William T. Lawrence. Counsel may appear by phone by calling (317)
229-3610. Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 3/27/06. (JHO)
(Entered: 03/27/2006)

03/28/2006

N
o

44 94KB

Submission of Proposed Order re: Response in Opposition to
Convergys' Motion to Compel Discovery by CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 03/28/2006)

04/10/2006

[\e]
—_

6.03MB

REPLY in support of Motion re 270 MOTION to Compel Discovery
filed by CONVERGYS CORPORATION, CONVERGYS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A-1 Form 10-QSB
(June 30, 2005)# 2 Exhibit A-2 Form 10-QSB (June 30, 2005)# 3
Exhibit A-3 Form 10-QSB (June 30, 2005)# 4 Exhibit A-4 Form 10-
QSB (June 30, 2005)# 5 Exhibit B-1 Form 10-KSB (2001)# 6 Exhibit
B-2 Form 10-KSB (2001)# 7 Exhibit B-3 Form 10-KSB (2001)# 8
Exhibit B-4 Form 10-KSB (2001)# 9 Exhibit C - Centillion's Supp.
and Amend. Obj. and Ans. to Convergys' First Set of Interrog.# 10
Exhibit D - Letter from Telephone & Data Systems, Inc.# 11 Exhibit
E - Letter from CGI-AMS, Inc.)(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered:
04/10/2006)

04/17/2006

[\e]
\S]

148,13KB

Submission of Proposed Entry on March 29, 2006 Status Conference
by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
A)Riley, James) (Entered: 04/17/2006)

04/21/2006

o
oQ
w

|

Fed
F~

93.79KB

ENTRY on 3/29/06 Status Conference. Signed by Judge William T.
Lawrence on 04/21/2006. ¢/m WTL (TMA, ) (Entered: 04/24/2006)

05/26/2006

Do
=

|

0.85MB

NOTICE by QWEST (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit Notice of Intent to
Issue Ex Parte Reexamination Certificate)(Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 05/26/2006)

05/26/2006

[\e]
wn

|

407 30KB

NOTICE by CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC of U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
Communication of Notice of Intent to Issue Ex Parte Reexamination
Certificate (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered.
05/26/2006)

05/26/2006

]
<N

381.88KB

NOTICE by CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC of New Legal Precedent Relevant to
Markman Determinations (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A# 2 Exhibit B)
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 05/26/2006)

05/30/2006

[\
[~

407.64KB

MOTION fo Substitute Exhibit Related to Notice of U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office Communication of Notice of Intent to Issue Ex
Parte Reexamination Certificate by CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS)
INC., CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit A# 2 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
05/30/2006)
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05/31/2006

[\
[o=]

113,14KB

ORDER granting 287 Motion to Substitute Exhibit A to Notice of
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office Communication of Notice of
Intent to Issue Ex Parte Reexamination Certificate, filed May 26,
2006. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 5/31/06. (PG, )
(Entered: 05/31/2006)

05/31/2006

[\
oo
NO

0.56MB

NOTICE by QWEST Qwest Parties Response to Notice of New
Legal Precedent Relevant to Markman Determinations (Belusko,
Vincent) (Entered: 05/31/2006)

06/08/2006

el
(]

|

'33.23KB

ORDER granting 270 defendant/counterclaimant Convergys
Corporation's Motion to Compel. Signed by Judge William T.
Lawrence on 06/08/2006. ¢/m WTL (TMA, ) (Entered: 06/08/2006)

07/12/2006

[\
—

127.39KB

Unopposed MOTION to Modify Entry on Motion to Compel by
QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Riley, James) (Entered: 07/12/2006)

07/13/2006

[\
[}

256.10KB

ORDER granting 291 Unopposed Motion to Modify Entry on Motion
to Compel. Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 7/13/06. (JHO)
(Entered: 07/13/2006)

07/24/2006

3%
(O8]

|

:

228.48KB

NOTICE by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC,,
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LL.C of Objection to Disclosure of
License Agreement to Qwest's In-House Counsel (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit A# 2 Exhibit B)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 07/24/2006)

07/25/2006

0,60MB

NOTICE by CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC of U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
Communication of Decision on Petition Related to Ex Parte
Reexamination (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A# 2 Exhibit B# 3 Exhibit
C# 4 Exhibit D)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 07/25/2006)

08/09/2006

[\l
wh

165.55KB

MOTION to Compel the Individual Depositions of Qwest's
Witnesses, Interrogatory Responses and Production of Counsel
Opinions, and to Preclude Qwest's Use of Counsel Opinions by CITI
GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered; 08/09/2006)

08/09/2006

10.59MB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 295 MOTION to Compel
the Individual Depositions of Qwest's Witnesses, Interrogatory
Responses and Production of Counsel Opinions, and to Preclude
Owest's Use of Counsel Opinions filed by CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC,, CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A# 2 Exhibit B# 3 Exhibit C# 4 Exhibit D#
5 Exhibit E# 6 Exhibit F# 7 Exhibit G# 8 Exhibit H, Part 1# 9 Exhibit
H, Part 2# 10 Exhibit H, Part 3# 11 Exhibit H, Part 4# 12 Exhibit I,
Part 1# 13 Exhibit [, Part 2# 14 Exhibit I, Part 3# 15 Exhibit I, Part
4# 16 Exhibit J, Part 1# 17 Exhibit J, Part 2# 18 Exhibit J, Part 3# 19
Exhibit J, Part 4# 20 Exhibit J, Part 5# 21 Exhibit K# 22 Exhibit L#
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23 Exhibit M# 24 Exhibit N# 25 Exhibit O# 26 Exhibit P# 27 Exhibit
Q# 28 Exhibit R# 29 Exhibit S)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
08/09/2006)

08/09/2006 297 _ | Statement (Rule 37.1 -- in Support of Motion to Compel) by CITI
%KB GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
' LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 08/09/2006)

08/24/2006 298 RESPONSE in Opposition re 295 MOTION to Compel the
Individual Depositions of Qwest's Witnesses, Interrogatory
Responses and Production of Counsel Opinions, and to Preclude
Qwest's Use of Counsel Opinions filed by QWEST. (Attachments: #

7 |1 Exhibit Exhibit 1# 2 Exhibit Exhibit 2# 3 Exhibit Exhibit 3# 4
3s4vp | Exhibit Exhibit 4# 5 Exhibit Exhibit 5# ¢ Exhibit Exhibit 6# 7
Exhibit Exhibit 7# 8 Exhibit Exhibit 8# 9 Exhibit Exhibit 9% 10
Exhibit Exhibit 10# 11 Exhibit Exhibit 11# 12 Exhibit Exhibit 12# 13
Exhibit Exhibit 13# 14 Exhibit Exhibit 14# 15 Exhibit Exhibit 15# 16
Exhibit Exhibit 16)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 08/24/2006).

08/31/2006

[\
O
O

***WITHDRAWN PER 9/8/06 ORDER***REPLY in support of

Motion re 295 MOTION to Compel the Individual Depositions of

__ | Owest's Witnesses, Interrogatory Responses and Production of

327KB Counsel Opinions, and to Preclude Qwest's Use of Counsel Opinions
’ filed by CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION DATA

SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit T)(Fowler, Phillip)

Modified on 9/11/2006 (Leighty, Christina). (Entered: 08/31/2006)

08/31/2006 304 REPLY in Support of Motion re 295 MOTION to Compel the
_ | Individual Depositions of Qwest's Witnesses, Interrogatory
275KB Responses and Production of Counsel Opinions, and to Preclude
' QOwest's Use of Counsel Opinions, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (CLL) (Entered: 09/11/2006)

09/06/2006

o8
(]
<

MOTION for leave to Withdraw Centillion's Reply Brief in Support
| of Its Motion to Compel by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
179103 (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Order on Centillion's

' Motion for Leave to Withdraw Centillion's Reply Brief in Support of
Its Motion to Compel)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 09/06/2006)

09/06/2006

(98]
(e
—

MOTION to Amend/Correct 299 Reply in support of Motion,

_ | Centillion's Motion for Leave to File Centillion's Corrected Reply

444KB Brief'in Support of Its Motion to Compel by CENTILLION DATA
' SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit Exhibit 1# 2 Text of

Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 09/06/2006)

_ | ORDER granting 301 Motion to Amend/Correct reply brief. The
o KB reply briefis deemed filed as of 8/31/06. Signed by Judge William T.
' Lawrence on 9/7/06. (CLL) (Entered: 09/11/2006)

09/07/2006

[O%]
S
(U%)

09/08/2006

[o8)
NI
i

= | ORDER granting 300 Motion to withdraw reply. Signed by Judge
99.46x8 | William T. Lawrence on 9/8/06. (CLL) (Entered: 09/11/2006)

10/27/2006

{0%)
wn

MOTION to Appear pro hac vice, filed by Defendant QWEST,
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161.25KB

Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Riley, James) (Entered: 10/27/2006)

10/30/2006

[ox%

16.01KB

MOTION to Modify the Revised Case Management Plan, filed by
Defendants CONVERGYS CORPORATION, QWEST., (Dimos,
James) (Entered: 10/30/2006)

11/01/2006

(8]
~J

|

85.80KB

ORDER granting in part and denying in part 306 Motion to Modify
Case Management Plan. The 1/8/07 final pretrial conference is
VACATED and RE-SET as a Status Conference at 2:00 PM in room
#204 before Judge Larry J. McKinney. The 1/29/07 jury trial is
VACATED and will be re-set at the status conference, Signed by
Judge Larry J. McKinney on 11/01/06. (GIQ) (Entered: 11/01/2006)

11/13/2006

(V8]
o0

FEE]
EE

160.95KB

MOTION for Protective Order to Preclude Additional Duplicative
Fed. R. Civ. P. 30(B)(6) Depositions, filed by Counter Defendant
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Consol Defendants
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC., Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC,, (Attachments; # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered: 11/13/2006)

11/13/2006

T
O

0.72MB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 308 MOTION for Protective
Order to Preclude Additional Duplicative Fed, R. Civ. P. 30(B)(6)
Depositions MOTION for Protective Order to Preclude Additional
Duplicative Fed. R. Civ. P. 30(B)(6) Depositions, filed by Counter
Defendant CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Consol
Defendants CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC., Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments; # 1 Exhibit A# 2 Exhibit B# 3 Exhibit C# 4
Exhibit D)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 11/13/2006)

11/13/2006

(U8
o

83.94KB

Statement (Rule 37.1) In Support of Its Motion for Protective Order
to Preclude Additional Duplicative Fed. R. Civ. P. 30(B)(6)
Depositions by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC.. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 11/13/2006)

11/16/2006

—_

(V8]

18.92KB

RECEIPT #102 9731 in the amount of $ 30,00 for phv fee, Buxton
(PG) (Entered: 11/16/2006)

11/17/2006

w
o

i

105.20KB

ORDER granting 305 Motion to Appear pro hac vice. Attorney Dale
Buxton, II for the QWEST parties added. Signed by Judge William
T. Lawrence on 11/17/2006. ¢/m WTL (TMA) (Entered: 11/20/2006)

11/28/2006

(9]

U

201.18KB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 308 MOTION for Protective Order fo
Preclude Additional Duplicative Fed. R. Civ. P. 30(B)(6) Depositions
MOTION for Protective Order to Preclude Additional Duplicative
Fed R. Civ. P. 30(B)(6) Depositions, filed by Defendant
CONVERGYS CORPORATION, Counter Claimant CONVERGYS
CORPORATION., (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A)(Tragesser, Joel)
(Entered: 11/28/2006)
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12/05/2006

o5}
—
o~

REPLY in Support of Motion re 308 MOTION for Protective Order
to Preclude Additional Duplicative Fed. R. Civ. P, 30(B)(6)

Depositions MOTION for Protective Order to Preclude Additional
207698 | Duplicative Fed. R. Civ. P, 30(B)(6) Depositions, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
A# 2 Exhibit B)(Campbell, David) (Entered: 12/05/2006)

12/19/2006

(%)
—
wn

ORDER granting in part and denying in part 295 Motion to Compel,
denying 308 Motion for Protective Order. Signed by Judge William
T. Lawrence on 12/19/2006. (TMA) (Entered: 12/19/2006)

|

47.17KB

12/29/2006

(O8]
—
(@)Y

SCHEDULING ORDER: Telephonic Status Conference is set for
| 1/12/07 at 2:00 PM, EST, before Judge Larry J. McKinney. Counsel
0 KB for Plaintiff shall arrange the conference call. The 1/8/07 status

' conference is VACATED. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on
12/29/06. (GJQ) (Entered: 12/29/2006)

|

01/08/2007

[O%]
—_
~J

NOTICE, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
re 316 Scheduling Order, NOTICE CONCERNING TELEPHONIC
STATUS CONFERENCE. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 01/08/2007)

78.96KB

01/10/2007

(O8]
—
oo

MOTION to Compel the Production of Convergys’ Software
. | Products, filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS)
174@ INC., Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,,

' (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
01/10/2007)

01/10/2007

W
—
O

|

¥** WITHDRAWN PER 323 ORDER OF 1/12/07 - REPLACED
BY CORRECTED MEMORANDUM FOUND ATTACHED TO
321 MOTION TO WITHDRAW/CORRECT *#*#
BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 318 MOTION to Compel

the Production of Convergys' Software Products, filed by Consol
1268 | Defendant CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC,, Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
A# 2 Exhibit B# 3 Exhibit C# 4 Exhibit D#-5 Exhibit E# 6 Exhibit F#
7 Exhibit G# 8 Exhibit H# 9 Exhibit I)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on
1/12/2007 (TMA). (Entered: 01/10/2007)

01/10/2007 32

law]

Statement Centillion's Rule 37,1 Statement in Support of Its Motion

to Compel the Production of Convergys' Software Products by CITI
2261x8 | GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 01/10/2007)

#%* Corrected Memorandum and Exhibits in Support of MOTION to
Compel the Production of Convergys' Software Products, PER 323
ORDER OF 1/12/07 *** MOTION for Leave to File Corrected
Memorandum and Exhibits in Support of Motion to Compel (and
Withdraw Memorandum and Exhibits in Support of Motion to
336v8 | Compel filed 1/10/07), filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC,, (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 (Corrected
Memorandum in Support of Motion to Compel)# 2 Exhibit A# 3
Exhibit B# 4 Exhibit C# 5 Exhibit D# 6 Exhibit E# 7 Exhibit F# 8

01/11/2007

[US)
p—t

|

All0




Exhibit G# 9 Exhibit H# 10 Exhibit I# 11 Exhibit J# 12 Exhibit K#
13 Exhibit L# 14 Exhibit M# 15 Exhibit N# 16 Exhibit O# 17 Text of
Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 1/12/2007 (TMA).
(Entered: 01/11/2007)

01/12/2007

322

18.40KB

Submission of Parties’ Proposed Deadlines and Trial Dates, filed by
Defendants Citizens Communications Company, BELLSOUTH
CORPORATION, CONVERGYS CORPORATION, MID
AMERICA COMPUTER CORPORATION, QWEST, TELEPHONE
DATA SYSTEMS, INC., TRAQ-WIRELESS, INC,, Counter
Claimant CONVERGYS CORPORATION, Counter Defendant
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION, Consol Defendants CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Tragesser, Joel) (Entered:
01/12/2007)

01/12/2007

%]
[\
(%)

|

7

133.94KB

ORDER granting 321 Plaintiff's Motion for Leave to Withdraw
Memorandum and Exhibits in Support of Motion to Compel and to
File Corrected Memorandum and Exhibits in Support of Motion to
Compel. Plaintiff's corrected Memorandum and Exhibits in support
of its Motion to Compel (attached to its motion 321 )are deemed to
have been filed on the date of this Order. Signed by Judge William T.
Lawrence on 01/12/07. (TMA) (Entered: 01/12/2007)

01/12/2007

o
(V)
~

|

100,00KB

ENTRY & SCHEDULING ORDER: Parties appear by counsel for
Status Conference. The Court notified the parties that it expects to
issue its claim construction decision sometime in April 2007. Based
on that date, the Court set the following deadlines. Discovery due by
6/30/2007. Dispositive Motions due by 9/30/2007. Final Pretrial
Conference set for 2/15/2008 10:00 AM in room #204 before Judge
Larry J. McKinney. Jury Trial set for 3/3/2008 09:30 AM in room
#202 before Judge Larry J. McKinney. Signed by Judge Larry J.
McKinney on 1/12/07. (PG) (Entered: 01/12/2007)

01/25/2007

(Ve
8
(9]

-

0.57MB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 318 MOTION to Compel the
Production of Convergys' Software Products, filed by Defendant
CONVERGYS CORPORATION, Counter Claimant CONVERGYS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A - Plaintiffs'
Complaint# 2 Exhibit B - Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint# 3
Exhibit C - Plaintiffs' Second Amended Complaint)(Tragesser, Joel)
(Entered: 01/29/2007)

01/29/2007

(U8
V8]
()Y

|

SEALED Exhibits D and E, re 325 Response in Opposition to
Motion,, filed by Defendant CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
Counter Claimant CONVERGYS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Exhibit D - Plaintiff's Preliminary Infringement Contentions# 2
Exhibit E - Centillion's Second Supplemental and Amended
Objections and Answers to Convergys's First Set of Interrogatories)
(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 01/29/2007)

Alll




02/12/2007

(OS]
[\
~

1.30MB

REPLY in Support of Motion re 318 MOTION to Compel the
Production of Convergys’ Software Products (CENTILLION'S
MEMORANDUM IN REPLY TO CONVERGYS CORPORATION'S
OPPOSITION TO CENTILLION'S MOTION TO COMPEL), filed by
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit A# 2 Exhibit B# 3 Exhibit C# 4 Exhibit D# 5 Exhibit E# 6
Exhibit F# 7 Exhibit G# 8 Exhibit H# 9 Exhibit I# 10 Exhibit J)
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 02/12/2007)

04/30/2007

\US]
[\
(o]

41.04KB

Minute Entry ON 4/27/07 Status Conference, held before Judge
William T. Lawrence. (See Entry for deadlines.) (TMA) (Entered:
04/30/2007)

05/01/2007

O3]
[\®]
\\»)

&

50.67KB

ORDER granting 318 Motion to Compel the Production of
Convergys' Software Products. See Entry for deadlines. Signed by
Judge William T. Lawrence on 5/1/07. (JHO) (Entered: 05/01/2007)

05/08/2007

(%)
[O%)
<

174.11KB

MOTION to Enforce Entry Regarding Motion to Compel and Motion
for Protective Order Entered December 19, 2006 and For Sanctions,
filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,,
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
05/08/2007)

05/08/2007

A (SN
(%)
—

4.83IMB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 330 MOTION ‘o Enforce
Entry Regarding Motion to Compel and Motion for Protective Order
Entered December 19, 2006 and For Sanctions, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
1# 2 Exhibit 2# 3 Exhibit 3# 4 Exhibit 5# 5 Exhibit 6# § Exhibit 7# 7
Exhibit 8# § Exhibit 94 9 Exhibit 10# 10 Exhibit 11# 11 Exhibit 12#
12 Exhibit 15# 13 Exhibit 16# 14 Exhibit 17)(Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered: 05/08/2007)

05/08/2007

[UN)
UJ
[\

|

*** SEALED PER 334 ORDER OF 5/9/07 *** SEALED Exhibits 4,
I3, and 14, e 331 Brief/Memorandum in Support of Motion,, filed
by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: #
1 Exhibit 4# 2 Exhibit 13 -- Part 1# 3 Exhibit 13 -- Part 2# 4 Exhibit
14 -- Part 1# 5 Exhibit 14 -- Part 2)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on
5/9/2007 (TMA). (Entered: 05/08/2007)

05/08/2007

(U8
(O8]
(O8]

156.46KB

MOTION to Seal Document 332 SEALED Document, Exhibits 4, 13,
and 14 to Brief in Support of Motion to Enforce..., filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 05/08/2007)

05/09/2007

=
¢

111.67KB

ORDER granting 333 Plaintiff's Motion to Seal 332 Exhibits 4, 13,
and 14. Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 05/09/2007.
(TMA) (Entered: 05/09/2007)

05/15/2007

MOTION for Reconsideration re 329 Order on Motion to Compel,
filed by Defendant CONVERGYS CORPORATION, Counter
Claimant CONVERGYS CORPORATION., (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit A - Def.s Responses to PL.s First Set of Interrogatories# 2
Exhibit B - Def.s Responses to P1.s First Set of Document Requests#

All2




5.69MB

3 Exhibit C - Def.s Responses to Pl.s First Set of Requests for
Admission# 4 Exhibit D - Greenbaum Ltr. to Wegener, Dec. 16,
2005# 5 Exhibit E - Han Ltr. to Greenbaum, Feb. 4, 2005# 6 Exhibit
F - Han Ltr, to Greenbaum, Feb. 9, 2005# 7 Exhibit G - Wegener Ltr.
to Greenbaum, Mar. 3, 2005# 8 Exhibit H - Greenbaum E-mail to
Han, Feb. 16, 2005# 9 Exhibit I - Preliminary Infringement
Contentions# 10 Exhibit J - PLs Second Supp. Responses to Def.s
First Set of Interrogs.# 11 Text of Proposed Order Granting Motion
to Reconsider)(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 05/15/2007)

05/16/2007

[@x

ﬁ

165.02KB

MOTION for Leave to File Submission in Response to the Court’s
May 1, 2007 Entry, filed by Defendant CONVERGYS
CORPORATION, Counter Claimant CONVERGYS
CORPORATION., (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit I to Motion for Leave -
Submission in Response to the Court's May 1, 2007 Entry# 2 Exhibit
1 to Submission - Lane-White Ltr. to Seal, May 15, 2007# 3 Text of
Proposed Order Granting Motion for Leave to File Submission)
(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 05/16/2007)

05/16/2007

co

(V8

44.15KB

RESPONSE re 329 Order on Motion to Compel, filed by Defendant
CONVERGYS CORPORATION. (TMA) (Entered: 05/17/2007)

05/16/2007

21.34KB

CORRECTED DOCUMENT - Please disregard the incorrect
document re 338 Response which was attached in Error. Corrected
document has been attached to this entry. (TMA) (Entered:
05/17/2007)

05/17/2007

44,15KB

ORDER granting 336 Convergys' Motion for Leave to File its
Submission in Response to the Courts May 1, 2007 Entry (Docket
No. 329). Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 05/17/2007.
(TMA) (Entered: 05/17/2007)

05/17/2007

7.714KB

NOTICE, filed by Defendant CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
Counter Claimant CONVERGYS CORPORATION of No Objection
to Its Motion for Leave to File Submission in Response to the Court’s
May 1, 2007 Eniry. (Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 05/17/2007)

05/17/2007

150.27KB

RESPONSE to Court's 329 Order on Motion to Compel, filed by
Defendant CONVERGYS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Lane
White Lir to Seal)(PG) (Entered: 05/18/2007)

05/18/2007

(O8]
\]

|

79.14KB

ORDER regarding Court's Entry 329 dated May 1, 2007. Based on
Convergys submission, the Court concludes that the best way
forward is for Centillion and all defendants to meet and confer about
the appropriate claim terms that need construed to address Convergys
concerns regarding the breadth of certain terms. The parties shall
have twenty days from the date of this Order to submit a joint
proposal for construction of additional claim terms that would assist
the trier of fact resolve the parties dispute. Signed by Judge Larry J.
McKinney on 5/18/07. (PG) (Entered: 05/18/2007)

05/18/2007

(WS
|O%]

RESPONSE in Opposition re 330 MOTION ‘o Enforce Entry
Regarding Motion to Compel and Motion for Protective Order
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4.27MB

Entered December 19, 2006 and For Sanctions Qwest's Opposition to
Plaintiff's Motion to Enforce Entry Re Motion to Compel and Motion
Jor Protective Order Entered December 19, 2006, filed by Defendant
QWEST. (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit A# (2) Exhibit B# (3) Exhibit
C# (4) Exhibit D, Part One# (5) Exhibit D, Part Two# (6) Exhibit E, -
Part One# (7) Exhibit E, Part Two# (8) Exhibit F, Part One# (9)
Exhibit F, Part Two# (10) Exhibit G, Part One# (11) Exhibit G, Part
Two# (12) Exhibit H# (13) Exhibit I# (14) Exhibit J# (15) Exhibit K#
(16) Exhibit L)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 5/24/2007 (PG).
(Entered: 05/18/2007)

05/22/2007

23.00KB

MOTION to Seal Document 343 Response in Opposition to Motion,,
Qwest's Motion to Seal Certain Exhibits Filed In Support of Its Opp.
to Plifs." Motion to Enforce Entry Re Motion to Compel and Motion
for Protective Order Entered December 19, 2006 and for Sanctions,
filed by Defendant QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed
Order re Qwest's Motion to Seal Certain Exhibits)(Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 05/22/2007) '

05/23/2007 -

W
w

141.94KB

REPLY in Support of Motion re 330 MOTION to Enforce Entry
Regarding Motion to Compel and Motion for Protective Order
Entered December 19, 2006 and For Sanctions, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
05/23/2007)

05/23/2007

w
N

49.34KB

ORDER granting 344 Motion to Seal Certain Exhibits to 343
Response in Opposition to Motion. Signed by Judge Larry J.
McKinney on 5/23/07. (PG) (Entered: 05/24/2007)

05/30/2007

(O8]
~

G
31522KB

RESPONSE in Oppositionre 335 MOTION for Reconsideration re
329 Order on Motion to Compel MOTION for Reconsideration re
329 Order on Motion to Compel MOTION for Reconsideration re
329 Order on Motion to Compel MOTION for Reconsideration re
329 Order on Motion to Compel, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1# 2 Exhibit 2# 3
Exhibit 3# 4 Exhibit 4# 5 Exhibit 5 (Filed Under Seal))(Fowler,
Phillip) (Entered: 05/30/2007)

05/30/2007

(U8 )
[o09]

SEALED Exhibit 5, re 347 Response in Opposition to Motion,, filed
by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: #
1 Cover Sheet for Sealed Document)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
05/30/2007)

05/30/2007

[UN]
O

152,15KB

MOTION to Seal Document 348 SEALED Document Exhibit 5 to
Centillion's Memorandum in Opposition to Convergys' Motion
Reconsider The Court's Entry Granting Centillion’s Motion To
Compel, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
05/30/2007)

05/31/2007

(O8]
[ew]

114.04KB

ORDER granting 349 Motion to Seal Document 348 SEALED
Exhibit 5. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 5/31/07. (PG)
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(Entered: 05/31/2007)

06/07/2007

(%)

16.06KB

Submission (Joint) Regarding Additional Claim Construction, filed
by Defendants CONVERGYS CORPORATION, QWEST, Counter
Claimant CONVERGYS CORPORATION, Counter Defendant
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION, Comnsol Defendants CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Claim
Terms to be Construed, with Proposed Definitions)(Tragesser, Joel)
(Entered: 06/07/2007)

06/12/2007

(OS]
[\

77.16KB

ORDER re: (Joint) Submission Regarding Additional Claim
Construction 351 . Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 6/12/07.
(PG) (Entered: 06/12/2007)

06/13/2007

(%)

(U5

6.40MB

REPLY in Support of Motion re 335 MOTION for Reconsideration
re 329 Order on Motion to Compel MOTION for Reconsideration re
329 Order on Motion to Compel MOTION for Reconsideration re
329 Order on Motion to Compel MOTION for Reconsideration e
329 Order on Motion to Compel, filed by Defendant CONVERGYS
CORPORATION, Counter Claimant CONVERGYS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A - Convergys'
Responses to Centillion's 1st Set of Interrogatories# 2 Exhibit B-1 -
Pl.s Supp. Responses to Def.s Interrog. No. 3# 3 Exhibit B-2 - (Claim
Chart - Geneva) Pl.s Supp. Responses to Def.s Interrog. No. 3# 4
Exhibit B-3 - (Claim Chart - Infinys) Pl.s Supp. Responses to Def.s
Interrog. No. 3# 5 Exhibit B-4 - (ICOMS claim chart) - Pl.s Supp.
Responses to Defs Interrog, No. 3# § Exhibit B-5 (Wizard claim
chart) - PL.s Supp. Responses to Def.s Interrog. No. 3# 7 Exhibit B-5
(Atlys claim chart) - PL.s Supp. Responses to Def.s Interrog. No. 3# §
Exhibit C - Centillion's Second Set of Interrogatories to Convergys#
9 Exhibit D - Convergys' Responses to Centillion's Second Set of
Interrogatories)(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 06/13/2007)

06/26/2007

w
=

85,58KB

NOTICE, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC
Notice of Parties’ Proposed Deadlines and Trial Dates. (Fowler,
Phillip) (Entered: 06/26/2007)

07/02/2007

(W8]
W

|

4,14MB

REPLY in Support of Motion re 330 MOTION to Enforce Entry
Regarding Motion to Compel and Motion for Protective Order
Entered December 19, 2006 and For Sanctions Plaintiff Centillion
Data Systems' Opening Memorandum On Additional Claim
Interpretation Issues, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1# 2 Exhibit 2# 3
Exhibit 3# 4 Exhibit 4# 5 Exhibit 5)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
07/02/2007)

07/02/2007

w
(@)

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 330 MOTION to Enforce
Entry Regarding Motion to Compel and Motion for Protective Order
Entered December 19, 2006 and For Sanctions Opening
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Memorandum on Additional Claim Construction, filed by Defendants
CONVERGYS CORPORATION, QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1-A# 2 Exhibit 1-B# 3
Exhibit 1-C# 4 Exhibit 1-D# 5 Exhibit 1-E# 6 Exhibit 2# 7 Exhibit 3#
8 Exhibit 4# 9 Exhibit 5# 10 Exhibit 6# 11 Exhibit 7)(Belusko,
Vincent) (Entered: 07/02/2007)

6.10MB

07/06/2007

o
wn
~

MOTION Parties’' Joint Motion to Rename Supplemental Markman
Filings and Unattach Filings from December 19, 2006 Motion, filed
by Defendants CONVERGYS CORPORATION, QWEST, Counter
Claimant CONVERGYS CORPORATION, Counter Defendant
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Consol Defendant
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC., (Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 07/06/2007)

|

21.98KB

07/06/2007

(98]
w
[oe]

Proposed Order on Parties' Joint Motion to Rename Supplemental
Markman Filings and Unattach Filings From December 19, 2006
Motion, filed by Defendants CONVERGYS CORPORATION,

QWEST, Counter Claimant CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
7.88k8 | Counter Defendant CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Consol
Defendant CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC., (Belusko, Vincent)
Modified on 7/9/2007 (PG). (Entered: 07/06/2007)

07/09/2007

w)
w
O

ORDER granting 357 Motion to Rename Supplemental Markman
Filings and Unattach Filings from December 19, 2006. Signed by
Judge Larry J. McKinney on 7/9/07. (PG) (Entered: 07/09/2007)

|

45,21KB

07/09/2007

\*¥]
[
[sen]

Plaintiff Centillion Data Systems' Opening Memorandum on
Additional Claim Interpretation Issues, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
1# 2 Exhibit 2# 3 Exhibit 3# 4 Exhibit 4# 5 Exhibit 5)(PG) (Entered:
07/09/2007)

4.14MB

07/09/2007

\O¥]
(@)Y
—

Qwest and Convergys' Opening Memorandum on Additional Claim
Construction, filed by Defendants CONVERGYS CORPORATION,

QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1-A# 2 Exhibit 1-B# 3 Exhibit 1-
s10vB | C# 4 Exhibit 1-D# 5 Exhibit 1-E# 6 Exhibit 2# 7 Exhibit 3# 8 Exhibit
4# 9 Exhibit 5# 10 Exhibit 6# 11 Exhibit 7)(PG) (Entered:
07/09/2007)

07/23/2007 362 NOTICE Plaintiff Centillion Data Systems’ Reply Memorandum on

Additional Claim Interpretation Issues, filed by Plaintiff

_ | CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, re 360 Submission.

B | (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 6 -- Declaration of Jack D. Grimes, Ph.D.,
' in Support of Centillion Data Systems' Reply Memorandum on

Additional Claim Interpretation Issues) (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
07/23/2007)

\o¥]
[
|98

07/23/2007 NOTICE Qwest and Convergys Answering Brief on Additional Claim

Construction, filed by Defendants CONVERGYS CORPORATION,

221.67KB

All6




QWEST, re 360 Submission. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 8) (Belusko,
Vincent) (Entered: 07/23/2007)

07/30/2007

N

(W)

42.93KB

ENTRY REGARDING AMENDMENT OF PRETRIAL
DEADLINES (See Entry). Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on
07/30/2007. (TMA) (Entered: 07/30/2007)

09/18/2007

39.95KB

ORDER denying 335 Defendant's Motion for Reconsideration of the
Court's Entry Granting Centillion Data Systems, LLCs Motion to
Compel. Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 09/18/2007.
(TMA) (Entered: 09/18/2007)

10/03/2007

|8
N

200.45KB

MOTION to Compel Qwest To Produce Discovery Relating To
Government Contracts And For Sanctions, filed by Consol Defendant
CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC,, (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order
Proposed Order on Motion to Compel)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
10/03/2007)

10/03/2007

|8 ]
J

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 366 MOTION to Compel
Qwest To Produce Discovery Relating To Government Contracts And
For Sanctions, filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC., Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 -- July 13, 2007 letter from
Weissman to Gallegos# 2 Exhibit 2 -- July 26, 2007 letter from
Weissman to Gallegos# 3 Exhibit 3 -- July 27, 2007 letter from
Buxton to Weissman# 4 Exhibit 4 -- July 30, 2007 letter from
Weissman to Buxton# 5 Exhibit 5 -- August 2, 2007 letter from
Weissman to Buxton# § Exhibit 6 -- August 13, 2007 letter from
Buxton to White# 7 Exhibit 7 -- August 24, 2007 letter from White to
Buxton# 8 Exhibit 8 -- August 29, 2007 letter from Buxton to
Weissman# 9 Exhibit 9 -- August 31, 2007 letter from Weissman to
Buxton# 10 Exhibit 10 -- September 11, 2007 letter from Buxton to
Weissman# 11 Exhibit 11 -- September 11, 2007 letter from Buxton
to Weissman# 12 Exhibit 12 -- September 21, 2007 letter from
Weissman to Buxton# 13 Exhibit 13 -- Qwest Control Networx
Infringement Claim Chart (Enclosure to September 21, 2007 letter
from Weissman to Buxton) (filed under seal)# 14 Cover Sheet for
Sealed Document 14 -- September 25, 2007 letter from Weissman to
Buxton# 15 Exhibit 15 -- Plaintiffs First Set of Interrogatories to
Defendants Qwest Communications International, Inc. and Qwest
Corporation, served July 16, 2004# 16 Exhibit 16 -- Plaintiffs First
Set of Interrogatories to Defendant Qwest Communications
Corporation, served April 1, 2005# 17 Exhibit 17 -- Plaintiffs First
Set of Requests for Production of Documnents to Defendants Qwest
Communications International, Inc. and Qwest Corporation, served
July 16, 2004# 18 Exhibit 18 -- Plaintiffs First Set of Requests for
Production of Documents to Defendant Qwest Communications
Corporation, served April 1, 2005# 19 Exhibit 19 -- Plaintiffs Fourth
Set of Requests for Production of Documents and Second Request for
Inspection to Qwest Communications Corporation, Qwest
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12,93MB

Communications International, Inc. and Qwest Corporation, served
July 18, 2007# 20 Exhibit 20 -- Qwest Communications International
Inc.s Response to Plaintiffs First Set of Requests for Production of
Documents to Defendants Qwest Communications International Inc.
and Qwest Corporation, dated August 18, 2004# 21 Exhibit 21 --
Qwest Corporations Response to Plaintiffs First Set of Requests for
Production of Documents to Defendants Qwest Communications
International Inc. and Qwest Corporation, dated August 18, 2004# 22
Exhibit 22 -- Qwest Communications Corporations Response to
Plaintiffs First Set of Requests for Production of Documents to
Defendant Qwest Communications Corporation, dated July 8, 2005#
23 Exhibit 23 -- Qwest Communications Corporations Response to
Plaintiffs Fourth Set of Requests for Production of Documents and
Inspection to Defendant Qwest Communications Corporation, Qwest
Communications International, Inc. and Qwest Corporation, dated
August 1# 24 Exhibit 24 -- Qwest Communications International
Inc.s Responses to Plaintiffs First Set of Interrogatories to
Defendants Qwest Communications International, Inc. and Qwest
Corporation, dated August 18, 2004 (Response to nterrogatory Nos.
9-11 and 20)# 25 Exhibit 25 -- Qwest Communications International
Inc.s Fifth Supplemental Responses to Plaintiffs First Set of
Interrogatories to Defendants Qwest Communications International,
Inc. and Qwest Corporation, dated January 18, 2007 (Response to
Interrogatory No. 20)# 26 Exhibit 26 -- Qwest Communications
International Inc.s Sixth Supplemental Responses to Plaintiffs Fist
Set of Interrogatories to Defendants Qwest Communications
International, Inc. and Qwest Corporation, dated March 16, 2007
(Responses to Interrogatory Nos. 9-11# 27 Exhibit 27 -- Qwest
Corporations Supplemental Responses to Plaintiffs First Set of
Interrogatories to Defendants Qwest Communications International,
Inc. and Qwest Corporation, dated October 18, 2005 (Responses to
Interrogatory Nos. 9-11 and 20)# 28 Exhibit 28 -- Qwest
Corporations Fifth Supplemental Responses to Plaintiffs First Set of
Interrogatories to Defendants Qwest Communications International,
Inc, and Qwest Corporation dated January 18, 2007 (Response to
Interrogatory No. 20) (filed under seal)# 29 Exhibit 29 -- Qwest
Corporations Sixth Supplemental Responses to Plaintiffs First Set of
Interrogatories to Defendants Qwest Communications International,
Inc. and Qwest Corporation, dated March 16, 2007 (filed under seal)#
30 Exhibit 30 -- Qwest Corporations Eighth Supplemental Responses
to Plaintiffs First Set of Interrogatories to Defendants Qwest
Communications International, Inc. and Qwest Corporation, dated
June 6, 2007 (filed under seal)# 31 Exhibit 31 -- Qwest
Communications Corporations Responses to Plaintiffs First Set of
Interrogatories to Defendant Qwest Communications Corporation,
dated July 8, 2005 (Responses to Interrogatory Nos. 9-11 and 25)# 32
Exhibit 32 -- Qwest Communications Corporations Fifth
Supplemental Responses to Plaintiffs First Set of Interrogatories to
Defendant Qwest Communications Corporation, dated January 18,
2007 (Response to Interrogatory No. 20) (filed under seal)# 33
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Exhibit 33 -- Qwest Communications Corporation Sixth
Supplemental Response to Plaintiffs First Set of Interrogatories to
Defendant Qwest Communications Corporation, dated March 16,
2007 (Response to Interrogatory Nos. 9-11 and 20) (filed under seal)
# 34 Exhibit 34 -- Maricopa County Contract Pursuant to RFP, Serial
05159 - RFP, dated July 26, 2006 between Maricopa County and
QCC and QC# 35 Exhibit 35 ~- August 7, 2007 Qwest News Release
entitled Qwest Federal, State and Loocal Government Business
Landed in Leading Industry-Analyst Report# 36 Exhibit 36 -- July
26,2007 Qwest News Release entitled Qwest Launches Networx
Enterprise Services; Expands Networx Operations Center for Federal
Customers# 37 Exhibit 37 -- 3,10 Billing C.3.6, Networx document
dated August 31, 2005 (filed under seal)# 38 Exhibit 38 -- Qwest
Website Posting for Reporting Tools# 39 Exhibit 39 -- May 9, 2007
Qwest News Release entitled Qwest Becomes First Carrier to Launch
Products and Services for Federal Networx Universal Contract# 40
Exhibit 40 -- QCC Customized Service Arrangement briefs for
Networx Universal and Networx Enterprise# 41 Exhibit 41 --
Combined Declaration of Use and Incontestability Under Sections 8
and 15, dated January 12, 2007, specimens, and Trademark Office
Notice of Acceptance and Acknowledgement of §§ 8 & 13
Declaration, dated February 17, 2007# 42 Exhibit 42 -- 3.10 Billing
(1.34.2.3.10; M.3.1) (Networx Universal), dated December 13, 2006
(redacted by Qwest)# 43 Exhibit 43 -- 3.10 Billing (1..34.2.3.10;
M.3.1) (Networx Enterprise), dated March 5, 2007 (redacted by
Qwest)# 44 Exhibit 44 -- Qwest Control Networx Log-in# 45 Exhibit
45 -- Qwest Website Posting for FTS2001 Crossover - Contract
#GS00TO2AHD0004# 46 Exhibit 46 -- Qwest Control Website
posting# 47 Exhibit 47 -- May 1, 2000 Qwest News Release entitled
Qwest Communications Introduces Qwest ControlSM Web-Based
Network Management Service# 48 Exhibit 48 -- eBill Companion
website posting# 49 Exhibit 49 -- Qwest Website Posting for
WITS2001-Control Number GS00T02AHD0004# 50 Exhibit 50 --
November 12, 2004 Order by U,S. District Court, Western District of
Washington# 51 Exhibit 51 -~ March 29, 2007 Qwest News Release
entitled GSA Awards Qwest a Part of $20 Billion Networx Universal
Contract# 52 Exhibit 52 -- May 31, 2007 Qwest News Release
entitled Qwest Selected for $20 Billion U.S. Govemnment Networx
Enterprise Contract)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 10/03/2007)

10/03/2007

SEALED Demonstrative Exhibit Nos. 13, 28, 29, 20, 32, 33, and 37,
re 367 Brief/Memorandum in Support 0f MOtion,,,,,50505555959353939335359595
filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC,,
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit 13 -- Qwest Control Networx Infringement Claim Chart
(Enclosure to September 21, 2007 letter from Weissman to Buxton)
(filed under seal)# 2 Exhibit 28 -- Qwest Corporations Fifth
Supplemental Responses to Plaintiffs First Set of Interrogatories to
Defendants Qwest Communications International, Inc. and Qwest
Corporation dated January 18, 2007 (Response to Interrogatory No.
20) (filed under seal)# 3 Exhibit 29 -- Qwest Corporations Sixth
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Supplemental Responses to Plaintiffs First Set of Interrogatories to
Defendants Qwest Communications International, Inc. and Qwest
Corporation, dated March 16, 2007 (filed under seal)# 4 Exhibit 30 --
Qwest Corporations Eighth Supplemental Responses to Plaintiffs
First Set of Interrogatories to Defendants Qwest Communications
International, Inc. and Qwest Corporation, dated June 6, 2007 (filed
under seal)# 5 Exhibit 32 -- Qwest Communications Corporations
Fifth Supplemental Responses to Plaintiffs First Set of Interrogatories
to Defendant Qwest Communications Corporation, dated January 18,
2007 (Response to Interrogatory No. 20) (filed under seal)# 6 Exhibit
33 -~ Qwest Communications Corporation Sixth Supplemental
Response to Plaintiffs First Set of Interrogatories to Defendant Qwest
Communications Corporation, dated March 16, 2007 (Response to
Interrogatory Nos. 9-11 and 20) (filed under seal)# 7 Exhibit 37 --
3.10 Billing C.3.6, Networx document dated August 31, 2005 (filed
under seal))(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 10/03/2007)

10/03/2007

(O8]
NeJ

157.72KB

MOTION to Seal Document 368 SEALED Document,,,,,,
Centillion's Motion to Seal Certain Documents Filed in Support of
Centillion's Memorandum in Support of Motion to Compel Qwest to
Produce Discovery Relating to Government Contracts and for
Sanctions, filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS)
INC., Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
10/03/2007)

10/03/2007

w
<

=]

92,90KB

Statement Centillion's Local Rule 37.1 Statement in Support of Its
Motion to Compel Discovery of Owest Government Confracts and for
Sanctions by CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 10/03/2007)

10/04/2007

37.61KB

ENTRY Resolves 330 MOTION TO ENFORCE ENTRY. (See
Entry) Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 10/04/2007. (TMA)
(Entered: 10/04/2007)

10/05/2007

110.10KB

ORDER granting 369 Motion to Seal Document 368 SEALED
Document in support of Motion to Compel. Signed by Judge William
T. Lawrence on 10/05/07. (JHO) (Entered: 10/05/2007)

10/22/2007

2.74MB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 366 MOTION to Compel Qwest To
Produce Discovery Relating To Government Contracts And For
Sanctions Qwest's Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion to Compel Jwest
to Produce Discovery Relating to Goveernment Contracts and For
Sanctions, filed by Defendant QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1#
2 Exhibit 2# 3 Exhibit 3# 4 Exhibit 4# 5 Exhibit 5# 6 Exhibit 6# 7
Exhibit 7# 8 Exhibit 8# 9 Exhibit 9# 10 Exhibit 10# 11 Exhibit 11#
12 Exhibit 12# 13 Exhibit 13# 14 Exhibit 14)(Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 10/22/2007)

11/02/2007

W
~

REPLY in Support of Motion re 366 MOTION to Compel Qwest To
Produce Discovery Relating To Government Contracts And For
Sanctions, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.

Al120




(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 53 (Sealed)# 2 Exhibit 54 (1st Amended
Complaint for Declaratory Judgment and Invalidity of US Patent No.
5,287,270)# 3 Exhibit 55 (Sealed)# 4 Exhibit 56 (Sealed)# 5 Exhibit
57 (Rule 30(b)(6) Deposition Transcript Excerpts)# 6 Exhibit 58
(Qwest Tariff Activity Bulletin Board (Indiana))# 7 Exhibit 59
(Qwest Tariff Activity Bulletin Board (Maryland))# 8 Exhibit 60 (10-
23-07 Ltr from White to Belushko, et al.)# 9 Exhibit 61 (10-31-07 Lir
from White to Belushko, et al.))(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
11/02/2007)

(O8]
w

*#* SEALED PER 377 ORDER OF 11/05/07 *** SEALED Exhibits
53,55, and 56, re 374 Reply in Support of Motion, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit
53 (6-9-05 Litr from Convergys to Qwest w/ Appended Proposal)# (2)
Exhibit 55 (12-2-05 E-mail from Lewis to Taylor)# (3) Exhibit 56
(11-14-07 E-mail from Steggeman to Ashok, et al. w/ Appended
Spreadsheet))(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 11/6/2007 (TMA).
(Entered: 11/02/2007)

(%)
N

|

MOTION to Seal Document 375 SEALED Document, Exhibits 53,
55, and 56 to Centillion's Reply..., filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 11/02/2007)

(O8]
~J

ORDER granting 376 Motion to Seal 375 Exhibit Nos. 33, 55, and
56. Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 11/05/2007. (TMA)
(Entered: 11/06/2007)

(O8]
[oce]

MOTION for Protective Order (confidential Convergys technical
information), filed by Defendant CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
Counter Claimant CONVERGYS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Text of Proposed Order Granting Motion for a Protective Order)
(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 12/19/2007)

(O8]
~J
O

|

Statement pursuant to Local Rule 37.1 by CONVERGYS
CORPORATION. (Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 12/19/2007)

(U8 ]
(@]

SEALED Brief in Support of Convergys' Motion for a Protective
Order, re 378 Motion for Protective Order, filed by Defendant
CONVERGYS CORPORATION, Counter Claimant CONVERGYS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit 1 - Lane-White e-mail
to Seal, dated November 30, 2007, # (2) Exhibit 2 - Declaration of
Seal, # (3) Exhibit 12 - Declaration of Lento)(Tragesser, Joel)
Modified on 12/21/2007 (TMA). ***SEALED PER 385 ORDER OF
12/21/07, EXHIBIT 1 IS UNSEALED *** (Entered: 12/19/2007)

(O8]

EXHIBIT re 380 SEALED Document 3 - Seal e-mail to Lane-White,
dated Nov. 30, 2007 by CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
(Attachments; # 1 Fxhibit 4 - Seal e-mail to Lane-White, dated Dec.
5, 2007, # 2 Exhibit 5 - Whois.com Report, # 3 Exhibit 6 - Seal e-
mail to Lane-White, dated 12/6/07, # 4 Exhibit 7 - Lane-White e-mail
to Seal, dated 12/7/07, # 5 Exhibit 8 - Lane-White e-mail to Seal,
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dated 12/17/07, # 6 Exhibit 9 - Lane-White e-mail to Seal, dated
12/6/07, # 7 Exhibit 10 - Seal e-mail to Lane-White, dated 12/7/07, #
8 Exhibit 11 - Seal e-mail to Lane-White, dated 12/17/07)(Tragesser,
Joel) (Entered: 12/19/2007)

12/15/2007

(V8]
[\

29.07KB

MOTION to Seal Document 380 SEALED Document Brief in
Support of Convergys' Motion for a Protective Order and Exhibits 1,
2, and 12, filed by Defendant CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
Counter Claimant CONVERGYS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Text of Proposed Order Granting Motion to Seal Documents)
(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 12/19/2007)

12/20/2007

(o8}

[OF]

60.08KB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 382 MOTION to Seal Document 380
SEALED Document Brief in Support of Convergys' Motion for a
Protective Order and Exhibits 1, 2, and 12 MOTION to Seal
Document 380 SEALED Document Brief in Support of Convergys'
Motion for a Protective Order and Exhibits 1, 2, and 12 Objection to
Motion to File Under Seal Exhibit ] to Brief in Support of Motion for
Protective Order, filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC,, Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 12/20/2007)

12/20/2007

w
~

18,06KRB

REPLY in Support of Motion re 382 MOTION to Seal Document
380 SEALED Document Brief in Support of Convergys' Motion for a
Protective Order and Exhibits 1, 2, and 12 MOTION to Seal
Document 380 SEALED Document Brief in Support of Convergys'
Motion for a Protective Order and Exhibits 1, 2, and 12, filed by
Defendant CONVERGYS CORPORATION, Counter Claimant
CONVERGYS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 -
Lane-White e-mail to Seal, dated November 30, 2007)(Tragesser,
Joel) (Entered: 12/20/2007)

12/21/2007

(V8]
wn

48.81KB

ORDER granting 382 Motion to Seal Document 380 Brief in Support
of Convergys' Motion for a Protective Order. Signed by Magistrate
Judge William T, Lawrence on 12/21/2007. (TMA) (Entered:
12/21/2007)

01/07/2008

W
(@)

1.01MB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 378 MOTION for Protective Order
(confidential Convergys technical information) MOTION for
Protective Order (confidential Convergys technical information),
filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A, # 2 Exhibit G, # 3 Exhibit H, # 4
Exhibit L, # 5 Exhibit M, # 6 Exhibit N, # 7 Exhibit O, # 8 Exhibit P,
# 9 Exhibit Q)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 01/07/2008)

01/07/2008

3

LI

SEALED Exhibit B to Brief, re 386 Response in Opposition to
Motion, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit C, # 2 Exhibit D, # 3 Exhibit E, # 4 Exhibit
F - Manual Filing (CD-ROM), # 5 Exhibit I, # 6 Exhibit J, # 7
Exhibit K)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 01/07/2008)

01/07/2008

W
o]

MOTION to Seal Document 387 SEALED Document Exhibits B, C,
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153.05KB

D, E, F, I, J and K, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 01/07/2008)

O

{0

7]

83.03KB

NOTICE of Filing (Manual) Exhibit F to Dkt. 386, 387 by
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
01/07/2008)

(O8]
<

=]
.

246.47KB

MOTION to Withdraw Notice of Manual Filing and file Corrected
Notice, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1, # 2 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler,
Phillip) (Entered: 01/07/2008)

[} ]
—

]

103.50KB

ORDER granting 388 Motion to Seal Document 387 SEALED
Exhibit. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 1/8/08. (PG)
(Entered: 01/09/2008)

(9]
[\

108.03KB

ORDER granting 390 Motion to Withdraw 389 NOTICE of Manual .
Filing. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 1/8/08. (PG) (Entered:
01/05/2008) )

(O8]

(o8]

90,53KB

CORRECTED NOTICE of Manual Filing by all plaintiff, Centillion
Data Systems, LLC and CTI Group Holdings, Inc. (PG) (Entered:
01/09/2008)

~

(V%)

245 49KB

ORDER on Claim Construction. See Order for details. Signed by
Judge Larry J. McKinney on 01/09/08.(GJQ) (Entered: 01/05/2008)

W8]
Lh

|

9.01KB

SCHEDULING ORDER: Status/Scheduling Conference set for
1/23/2008 03:00 PM in room #277 before Magistrate Judge William
T. Lawrence. Signed by Magistrate Judge William T. Lawrence on
1/10/08.(JHO) (Entered: 01/10/2008)

(U]
(@)Y

40.88KB

ENTRY sets for topics counsel shall be prepared to present argument
regarding during the 1/23/08 status conference. (See Entry) Signed
by Magistrate Judge William T. Lawrence on 1/17/08. (TMA)
(Entered: 01/17/2008)

D
-~

=

385,86KB

MOTION for Summary Judgment, filed by Defendants
CONVERGYS CORPORATION, QWEST, Counter Claimant
CONVERGYS CORPORATION, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order
Granting Motion for Summary Judgment of Invalidity)(Tragesser,
Joel) (Entered: 01/18/2008)

)
CcQ

0,73MB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 397 MOTION for Summary
Judgment, filed by Defendants CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
QWEST, Counter Claimant CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Tragesser, Joel) (Entered:
01/18/2008)

D
\O

MOTION to Stay of Discovery, filed by Defendants CONVERGYS
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394.63KB

CORPORATION, QWEST, Counter Claimant CONVERGYS
CORPORATION, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Text of Proposed Order Granting Motion for Stay of Discovery)
(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 01/18/2008)

01/18/2008

e
S

0.95MB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 399 MOTION to Stay of
Discovery, filed by Defendants CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
QWEST, Counter Claimant CONVERGYS CORPORATION,
Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
Ex A - White letter of Jan 16, 2008 to Convergys, # 2 Exhibit Ex B -
White letter of Jan 16, 2008 to Qwest, # 3 Exhibit C - White letter of
Jan 18, 2008 to Qwest)(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 01/18/2008)

01/22/2008

24.55KB

REPLY in Support of Motion re 378 MOTION for Protective Order
(confidential Convergys technical information) MOTION for
Protective Order (confidential Convergys technical information),
filed by Defendant CONVERGYS CORPORATION, Counter
Claimant CONVERGYS CORPORATION. (Tragesser, Joel)
(Entered: 01/22/2008)

01/23/2008

N
o

|

o]

93.93KB

SCHEDULING ORDER: The 2/15/08 Final Pretrial Conference and
3/3/08 Jury Trial are VACATED. The Final Pretrial Conference is
RE-SET for 2/13/09 at 2:00 PM in room #204 and the Jury Trial is
RE-SET for 3/2/09 at 9:30 AM in courtroom #202, both before Judge
Larry J. McKinney. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 01/23/08.
(GJQ) (Entered: 01/23/2008)

01/23/2008

o~
(V8]

41.22KB

Minute Entry for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge William
T. Lawrence: Status Conference held on 1/23/08. (See Entry for
deadlines.) (TMA) (Entered: 01/24/2008)

01/28/2008

41.29KB

ENTRY ENLARGES Discovery Deadlines (See Entry). Signed by
Magistrate Judge William T. Lawrence on 01/28/2008. (TMA)
(Entered: 01/28/2008)

01/30/2008

N
S

|

0.52MB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 399 MOTION to Stay of Discovery,
filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A (Notice of Intent to Issue Ex Parte
Reexamination Certificate), # 2 Exhibit B (Order by U.S. Dist.Ct,,
W.D. Wash., 12 Nov. 2004, p. 4), # 3 Exhibit C (Letter from V.
Belusko to M. White et al., January 21, 2008))(Fowler, Phillip)

| (Entered: 01/30/2008)

02/04/2008

o~
(o))

38.36KB

REPLY in Support of Motion re 399 MOTION to Stay of Discovery
Defendants' Reply In Support of Their Motion to Stay Discovery
Pending Resolution of Their Motion for Summary Judgment, filed by
Defendants CONVERGYS CORPORATION, QWEST. (Belusko,
Vincent) (Entered; 02/04/2008)

02/13/2008

N
Q

|

RESPONSE in Opposition re 397 MOTION for Summary Judgment,
filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC,,
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2.42MB

Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit A, # 2 Exhibit B, # 3 Exhibit C, Part 1, # 4 Exhibit C, Part 2,
# 5 Exhibit C, Part 3, #6Exh1b1tC Part4 # 7 Exhibit C, PaftS #8
Exhibit D)(Fowler, Plehp) (Entered: 02/13/2008)

02/20/2008

(o]

87.89KB

REPLY in Support of Motion re 397 MOTION for Summary
Judgment of Invalidity, filed by Defendants CONVERGYS
CORPORATION, QWEST, Counter Claimant CONVERGYS
CORPORATION, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION, (Attachments; #
1 Exhibit 1 - Declaration of Dr. H.E. Dunsmore)(Tragesser, Joel)
(Entered: 02/20/2008)

02/26/2008

o~
O

78.46KB

ORDER ON DEFENDANTS MOTIONS: For the reasons stated
herein (see order), defendants, Convergys Corporation, Qwest
Communications International and Qwest Corporation, 397 Motion
for Summary Judgment is DENIED. Defendants, Convergys
Corporation, Qwest Communications International and Qwest
Corporation, Motion to Stay is 399 DENIED as MOOT. Signed by
Judge Larry J. McKinney on 2/26/08. (PG) (Entered: 02/26/2008)

02/26/2008

N
(]

|

80.51KB

CORRECTED ORDER ON DEFENDANTS' MOTIONS re: 409
Order on Motion for Summary Judgment; Order on Motion to Stay.
***ORDER AMENDED TO CORRECT CLERICAL ERROR***
(PG) (Entered: 02/26/2008)

02/26/2008

o
—

397.42KB

MOTION to Appear pro hac vice CENTILLION'S MOTION FOR AN |
ORDER GRANTING PAUL M. HONIGBERG, MELISSA D. PIERRE
AND NIRAV N. DESAI LEAVE TO APPEAR PRO HAC VICE, filed
by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC,, Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
Exhibit 1 -- Appearance Pro Hac Vice for Paul M. Honigberg, # 2
Exhibit Exhibit 2 -- Appearance Pro Hac Vice for Melissa D. Pierre,
# 3 Exhibit Exhibit 3 -- Appearance Pro Hac Vice for Nirav N. Desai,
# 4 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 02/29/2008)

02/29/2008

N
N

23,11KB

RECEIPT #IP 5848 in the amount of $ 30.00 for phv fee, Honigberg
(PG) (Entered: 02/29/2008)

02/29/2008

N
w

|

23.43KB

RECEIPT #IP 5849 in the amount of $ 30.00 for phv fee, Pierre (PG)
(Entered: 02/29/2008)

02/29/2008

o~
N

23.26KB

RECEIPT #IP 5850 in the amount of $ 30.00 for phv fee, Desai (PG)
(Entered: 02/29/2008)

03/03/2008

I~
L

118.30KB

ORDER granting 411 Motion to Appear pro hac vice. Attorney Paul
M. Honigberg for CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Melissa
D. Pierre for CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Nirav N. Desai
for CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC added. Signed by
Magistrate Judge William T. Lawrence on 3/3/08. ¢/m WTL (TMA)
(Entered: 03/04/2008)

03/05/2008

o~
(5N

MOTION ro Enforce May 1, 2007 Entry Regarding Motion to
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=

157.24KB

Compel and for Sanctions, filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC., Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered: 03/05/2008)

03/05/2008

2.59MB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 416 MOTION to Enforce
May 1, 2007 Entry Regarding Motion to Compel and for Sanctions,
filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC,,
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit 1 (5-1-07 Entry Re: Motion to Compel), # 2 Exhibit 2
(Convergys Resp to Centillion 2d RFP, 1-7-05), # 3 Exhibit 3 (3-28-
06 Ltr from Lane-White to Seal), # 4 Exhibit 4 (3-29-06 Ltr from
Lane-White to Seal), # 5 Exhibit 5 (5-8-06 Ltr from Seal to Lane-
White), # 6 Exhibit 6 (8-7-06 Lir from Lane-White to Seal), # 7
Exhibit 7 (8-11-06 Lir from Seal to Lane-White), # 8 Exhibit 8
(Transcript of 5-4-07 "Meet & Confer"), # 9 Exhibit 9 (Transcript of
5-17-07 "Meet & Confer"), # 10 Exhibit 10 (6-6-07 Ltr from Desai to
Seal), # 11 Exhibit 11 (6-14-07 Ltr from Desai to Seal), # 12 Exhibit
12 (6-14-07 Lir from Seal to Desai), # 13 Exhibit 13 (6-29-07 Lir
from Desai to Guiliano), # 14 Exhibit 14 (7-3-07 Ltr from Guiliano to
Desai), # 15 Exhibit 15 (7-6-07 Ltr from Desai to Guiliano), # 16
Exhibit 16 (7-9-07 Lir from Guiliano to Desai), # 17 Exhibit 17 (7-3-
07 Ltr from Desai to Guiliano), # 18 Exhibit 18 (7-10-07 Ltr from
Guiliano to Desai), # 19 Exhibit 19 (7-24-07 Ltr from Desai to
Guiliano), # 20 Exhibit 20 (8-9-07 Ltr from Desai to Guiliano), # 21
Exhibit 21 (Transcript of 7-24-07 "Meet & Confer"), # 22 Exhibit 22
(8-23-07 Ltr from Guiliano to Desal), # 23 Exhibit 23 (9-5-07 Ltr
from Guiliano to Lane-White), # 24 Exhibit 24 (9-20-07 Ltr from
Lane-White to Guiliano), # 25 Exhibit 25 (9-21-07 Ltr from Guiliano
to Lane-White), # 26 Exhibit 26 (Transcript of 12-6-07 "Meet &
Confer"))(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 03/05/2008)

03/05/2008

I
—
o

§3.97KB

Statement (Rule 37.1) in Support of Motion to Enforce May 1, 2007
Entry Regarding Motion to Compel and for Sanctions by CITI
GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 03/05/2008)

03/10/2008

~
—
\O

|

52.64KB

ORDER granting in part and denying in part 366 Centillion's Motion-
to Compel Qwest to Produce Discovery Relating to Government
Contracts and for Sanctions. (See Entry) Signed by Magistrate Judge
William T. Lawrence on 03/10/08. (TMA) (Entered: 03/10/2008)

03/14/2008

I~
\=]
()

|

16.76KB

NOTICE Notice of Correction, filed by Defendant QWEST
(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 03/14/2008)

03/17/2008

170,76KB

MOTION to Modify March 10, 2008 Entry in View of Qwest's Notice
of Correction, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered: 03/17/2008)

03/17/2008

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 421 MOTION to Modify
March 10, 2008 Entry in View of Qwest's Notice of Correction, filed
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351.32KB

by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: #
1 Exhibit 1 (3-11-08 letter from White to Buxton, et al.))(Fowler,
Phillip) (Entered: 03/17/2008)

03/18/2008

74.95KB

RESPONSE to Motion re 421 MOTION to Modify March 10, 2008
Entry in View of Qwest's Notice of Correction, filed by Defendant
QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Riley, James) (Entered:
03/18/2008)

03/18/2008

44 63KB

MOTION for Leave to File an Amended Answer to Plaintiff's Second
Amended Complaint and an Amended Complaint, filed by Defendant
QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order Proposed Order Granting Qwest Entities Motion for
Leave to File Amended Pleadings)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered:
03/18/2008)

03/18/2008

2.93MB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 424 MOTION for Leave to
File an Amended Answer to Plaintiff's Second Amended Complaint
and an Amended Complaint, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol
Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
AA to Memorandum ISO Motion for Leave to Amend, # 2 Exhibit
BB to Memo ISO Motion for Leave to Amend, # 3 Exhibit 1 to
Proposed Second Amended Complaint, # 4 Exhibit 2 to Proposed
Second Amended Complaint, # 5 Exhibit 3 to Proposed Second
Amended Complaint, # 6 Exhibit 4 to Second Amended Complaint, #
7 Exhibit 5 to Second Amended Complaint, # 8 Affidavit Declaration
of E. Dale Buxton ISO Motion for Leave to Amend, # 9 Exhibit A to
Buxton Declaration, # 10 Exhibit B to Buxton Declaration, # 11
Exhibit C to Buxton Declaration)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered:
03/18/2008)

03/20/2008

10.07KB

Submission of [Corrected] Order re Motion for Leave to File
Amended Answer and Amended Complaint, filed by Defendant
QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 03/20/2008)

03/24/2008

21.43KB

SCHEDULING ORDER: Status Conference set for 3/31/2008 10:00
AM in room #277 before Magistrate Judge William T. Lawrence.
(TMA) (Entered: 03/24/2008)

03/24/2008

337.90KB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 416 MOTION to Enforce May 1, 2007
Entry Regarding Motion to Compel and for Sanctions, filed by
Defendant CONVERGYS CORPORATION, Counter Claimant
CONVERGYS CORPORATION., (Attachments: # | Exhibit 1 -
Declaration of James Gallagher, # 2 Exhibit 2 - Lane-White letter to
Seal (February 29, 2008), # 3 Exhibit 3 - Seal letter to Lane-White
(March 19, 2008))(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 03/24/2008)
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03/27/2008

I
N}
0

|

113.03KB

ORDER granting 421 Motion to Modify the March 10, 2008 Entry.
(See Order - modifying Entry regarding Motion to Compel Qwest to
produce discovery relating to Government contracts and for
sanctions.) Signed by Magistrate Judge William T. Lawrence on
3/27/08. (TMA) (Entered: 03/27/2008)

03/28/2008

S~

430

40.99KB

ENTRY - Magistrate Judge approves the jointly proposed amended
case management deadlines. (See Entry) Signed by Magistrate Judge
William T. Lawrence on 3/28/08. (TMA) (Entered: 03/28/2008)

04/02/2008

S
(%)
—

5]
B

138.38KB

Unopposed MOTION to Modify AGREED MOTION TO MODIFY
MARCH 28, 2008 ENTRY, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A -- Amended Entry for
March 28, 2008)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 04/02/2008)

04/03/2008

N
w
I\

|

-

0.77MB

AMENDED ENTRY FOR MARCH 28,2008 (See Entry for
deadlines). Signed by Magistrate Judge William T. Lawrence on
04/03/2008. (TMA) (Entered: 04/03/2008)

04/07/2008

N
)
W

107,35KB

REPLY in Support of Motion re 416 MOTION fo Enforce May I,
2007 Entry Regarding Motion to Compel and for Sanctions, filed by
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered: 04/07/2008)

04/07/2008

N
)
~

7.795MB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 424 MOTION for Leave to File an
Amended Answer to Plaintiff's Second Amended Complaint and an
Amended Complaint, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 (Qwest News Release
dated 8/7/07), # 2 Exhibit 2 (Compass Intelligence Report dated
7/07), # 3 Exhibit 4 (Qwest News Release dated 3/29/07), # 4 Exhibit
5 (Qwest News Release dated 3/31/07), # 5 Exhibit 6 (Centillion LR
37.1 Statement re Mot to Compel Dscvry of Qwest Gov't Contracts
and for Sanctions), # 6 Exhibit 7 (Corresp. Exchange b/n Centillion
and Qwest Counsel re LR 37.1 Statement), # 7 Exhibit § (Qwest
FTS2001 Crossover-Contract #GS000T02AHDO0004), # 8 Exhibit 9
(Metropolitan Area Acquisition), # 9 Exhibit 10 (WITS2001-
Contract No. GS00T02AHD0004), # 10 Exhibit 11 (Qwest Tariff
Activity Bulletin Board QCC/Networx/Indiana), # 11 Exhibit 12
(Excerpt from Qwest 2004 Annual Report), # 12 Exhibit 12 (Excerpt
from Qwest 2005 Annual Report), # 13 Exhibit 14 (Excerpt from
Qwest 2006 Annual Report), # 14 Exhibit 15 (Qwest Control
Networx Portal description), # 15 Exhibit 16 (3.10 Billing dated
12/13/06), # 16 Exhibit 17 (3.10 Billing dated 3/5/07), # 17 Exhibit
18 (7/27/07 Letter from Buxton to Weissman), # 18 Exhibit 19
(Qwest News Release dated 9/18/03), #:19 Exhibit 20 (Washington
Technology article dated 3/7/05))(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
04/07/2008)

04/07/2008

SEALED Exhibit 3, re 434 Response in Opposition to Motion, filed
by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: #
1 Exhibit 3 (Part 1) (Qwest Control Networx Portal Claim Chart), # 2
Exhibit 3 (Part 2) (Qwest Control Networx Portal Claim Chart))
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(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 04/07/2008)

04/07/2008

AN
(OS]
N

147.12KB

MOTION to Seal Document 435 SEALED Document (Exhibit 3),
filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
04/07/2008)

04/09/2008

N
ve)
3

Fa
[

0.83MB

MOTION for Leave to File Surreply to Centillions Motion to Enforce
the May 1, 2006 Entry and Motion for Sanctions, filed by Defendant
CONVERGYS CORPORATION, Counter Claimant CONVERGYS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order
Granting Motion for Leave, # 2 Exhibit - Convergys' Surreply)
(Tragesser, Joel) (Entered: 04/09/2008)

04/09/2008

109.14KB

ORDER granting 436 Motion to Seal Document 435 Exhibit. Signed
by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 4/9/08. (PG) (Entered: 04/10/2008)

04/09/2008

N
[ve)
O

48,05KB

ORDER granting 424 Motion for Leave to File an Amended Answer.
Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 4/9/08. (PG) (Entered:
04/10/2008)

04/11/2008

o
T~
[w]

|

44.40KB

First Amended ANSWER to 93 Amended Complaint and Jury
Demand, filed by QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION., (Riley, James) (Entered:
04/11/2008)

04/11/2008

2.94MB

AMENDED COMPLAINT (2nd) against CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC,, filed by
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1-5)(Riley, James)
(Entered: 04/11/2008)

04/11/2008

9.88KB

SCHEDULING ORDER: Status Conference set for 4/16/2008 10:00
AM in room #277 before Magistrate Judge William T. Lawrence.
The parties are directed to submit a joint agenda to the Magistrate
Judge. Please fax to (317) 229-3619 by 10:00 a.m. April 15, 2008.
(TMA) (Entered: 04/14/2008)

04/14/2008

24326KB

MOTION to Appear pro hac vice CENTILLION'S MOTION FOR AN
ORDER GRANTING KENNETH L. BRESSLER LEAVE TO APPEAR
PRO HAC VICE, filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC.,, Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit Appearance Pro Hac Vice of
Kenneth L. Bressler, # 2 Text of Proposed Order Order Granting
Kenneth L. Bressler Leave to Appear Pro Hac Vice)(Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered: 04/14/2008) ’

04/15/2008

444

18.59KB

RECEIPT #IP 6560 in the amount of $ 30.00 for phv fee, Bressler
(PG) (Entered: 04/15/2008)

04/16/2008

lil

104.74KB

ORDER granting 443 Motion to Appear pro hac vice. Attorney
Kenneth L. Bressler for CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC and
CTI Group (Holdings), Inc. added. Signed by Magistrate Judge
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William T. Lawrence on 4/16/08. ¢/m WTL (TMA) (Entered:
04/17/2008)

04/16/2008

446

75.84KB

NOTICE of Appearance by Kenneth L. Bressler on behalf of Consol
Defendant CTI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC,, Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (TMA) (Entered: 04/17/2008)

04/16/2008

200.61XB

ORDER granting 437 Motion for Leave to File Surreply. Signed by
Judge Larry J. McKinney on 4/16/08. (PG) (Entered: 04/17/2008)

04/16/2008

0.50MB

Surreply re 416 MOTION to Enforce May 1, 2007 Entry Regarding
Motion to Compel and for Sanctions, filed by Defendant
CONVERGYS CORPORATION. (PG) (Entered: 04/17/2008)

04/28/2008

&

143.79KB

Consolidated Defendants' ANSWER to 441 Amended Complaint,
COUNTERCLAIM against QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION, filed by CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC..(Fowler,
Phillip) (Entered: 04/28/2008)

05/01/2008

o~
N
[aw]

167.77KB

MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney CENTILLION'S MOTION FOR
LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PRO HAC VICE APPEARANCES, filed by
Counter Claimant CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC,, Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 05/01/2008)

05/02/2008

i
w
pmat

109.26KB

ORDER granting 450 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney
Leonard D, Steinman; Peter S. Weissman; Michael C. Greenbaum
and Melissa D. Pierre withdrawn. Signed by Judge Larry J.
McKinney on 5/2/08. (PG) (Entered: 05/02/2008)

05/12/2008

l-l>
w
X

137.62KB

Unopposed MOTION to Modify AGREED MOTION TO MODIFY
CASE MANAGEMENT DEADLINES, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 05/12/2008)

05/13/2008

o~
[N
W

|

I3
!

7.40KB

SCHEDULING ORDER: Telephonic Status Conference set for
6/5/2008 03:00 PM before Magistrate Judge William T. Lawrence.
(See Entry for agenda)(TMA) (Entered: 05/13/2008)

05/22/2008

o
W
N

[£5]
[

94.92KB

Owest Corporation's and Qwest Communications International Inc.'s
Answer to Counterclaim of Consolidated Defendants for Patent
Infrigement ANSWER to 449 Answer to Amended
ComplaintCounterclaim, filed by QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION.(Belusko,
Vincent) (Entered: 05/22/2008)

05/27/2008

N
n
wh

24341KB

MOTION to Appear pro hac vice CENTILLION'S MOTION FOR AN
ORDER GRANTING LEASA M. WOODS LEAVE TO APPEAR PRO
HAC VICE, filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS)
INC,, Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit Appearance Pro Hac Vice of Leasa M.
Woods, # 2 Text of Proposed Order Order Granting Leasa M. Woods
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| Leave to Appear Pro Hac Vice)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:

05/27/2008)

05/27/2008

15.30KB

RECEIPT #IP007271 in the amount of $ 30.00 for Pro Hac Fee -
Woods (MAC) (Entered: 05/27/2008)

05/28/2008

105.87KB

ORDER granting 455 Motion to Appear pro hac vice, Attorney Leasa
M. Woods for CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, and CITI
GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., added. Signed by Magistrate Judge
William T. Lawrence on 5/28/08. ¢/m WTL (TMA) (Entered:
05/28/2008)

05/28/2008.

=~
oo

|

75.99KB

NOTICE of Appearance by Leasa M. Woods on behalf of
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, and CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC. (TMA) (Entered: 05/28/2008)

05/30/2008

N
\O

88.93KB

ORDER granting 452 Motion to Modify Case Management
Deadlines. (See Order.) Signed by Magistrate Judge William T.
Lawrence on 5/30/08. (TMA) (Entered: 05/30/2008)

06/04/2008

o~
o

126.31KB

Joint MOTION for Continuance AGREED MOTION TO CONTINUE
STATUS CONFERENCE, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order ORDER
GRANTING AGREED MOTION TO CONTINUE STATUS
CONFERENCE)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 06/04/2008)

06/04/2008

100.78KB

ORDER granting 460 Motion for Continuance of the 6/5/08 Status
Conference. The Status Conference will be rescheduled for a later
date. Signed by Magistrate Judge William T. Lawrence on 6/4/08.
(TMA) (Entered: 06/04/2008)

06/24/2008

137.87KB

Joint MOTION to Modify AGREED MOTION TO MODIFY CASE
MANAGEMENT DEADLINES AND TO RESCHEULE TRIAL, filed
by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: #
1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 06/24/2008)

06/25/2008

HLN
(U8

&)
58

88.55KB

ORDER granting 462 Motion to Modify Case Management
Deadlines. (See Order for deadlines.) Signed by Magistrate Judge
William T, Lawrence on 6/25/08. (TMA) (Entered: 06/25/2008)

06/26/2008

N
N

62.82KB

SCHEDULING ORDER: The 2/13/09 Final Pretrial Conference is
VACATED and RE-SET for 4/17/09 at 2:00 PM in room #204 before
Judge Larry J. McKinney. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on
06/26/08. (GJQ) (Entered: 06/26/2008)

07/09/2008

443KB

Reassignment of Case to Judge Jane ngnus-Stinsori. Judge William
T. Lawrence no longer assigned to the case. Please include the new
case number (1:04-cv-73-LIM-JMS), which includes the initials of

the newly assigned judge, on all future filings in this matter. (CBU)

(Entered: 07/09/2008)

07/15/2008

o~
N

|

SCHEDULING ORDER: This matter is set for a settlement
conference between Centillion Data Systems, LLC and Convergys
Corporation on Thursday, August 7, 2008 at 10:00 a.m. EDT in
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11,87KB

Room 277 before Judge William T. Lawrence. Counsel and client
representatives from Qwest Corporation need not attend. (TMA)
(Entered: 07/15/2008)

07/18/2008

139.83KB

MOTION CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC'S MOTION ON
CONSENT FOR AN ORDER AUTHORIZING IT TO PRODUCE
THIRD-PARTY LICENSE AGREEMENTS IN DISCOVERY, filed by
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Text of Proposed Order Order Authorizing Centillion Data Systems,
LLC, To Produce Third-Party License Agreements In Discovery)
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 07/18/2008)

07/18/2008

259.73KB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 467 MOTION
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC'S MOTION ON CONSENT
FOR AN ORDER AUTHORIZING IT TO PRODUCE THIRD-PARTY
LICENSE AGREEMENTS IN DISCOVERY, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
A, # 2 Exhibit B, # 3 Exhibit C)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
07/18/2008)

07/21/2008

105.13KB

ORDER granting pltf's 467 Motion for an Order authorizing it to
produce third-party license agreements in discovery (See Order).
Signed by Judge Jane Magnus-Stinson on 7/21/08. (SWM) (Entered:
07/21/2008)

07/30/2008

133.23KB

MOTION to Compel Plaintiff Centillion Data Systems, LLC's Motion
to Compel Discovery From Qwest, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Fowler, Phillip) . (Entered: 07/30/2008)

07/30/2008

236.18KB

*** SEALED PER ORDER DATED 7/31/08 *** SEALED
PLAINTIFF'S BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF ITS MOTION TO COMPEL
DISCOVERY, te 470 Motion to Compel, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit
2 (Filed Under Seal), # (2) Exhibit 3 (Filed Under Seal), # (3) Exhibit
8 (Filed Under Seal), # (4) Exhibit 8A (Filed Under Seal), # (5)
Exhibit 9 (Filed Under Seal), # (6) Exhibit 9A (Filed Under Seal), #
(7) Exhibit 10 (Filed Under Seal), # (8) Exhibit 10A (Filed Under
Seal), # (9) Exhibit 11 (Filed Under Seal), # (10) Exhibit 11A (Filed
Under Seal), # (11) Exhibit 16 (Filed Under Seal), # (12) Exhibit 19
(Filed Under Seal), # (13) Exhibit 20 (Filed Under Seal), # (14)
Exhibit 22 (Filed Under Seal), # (15) Exhibit 24 (Filed Under Seal), #
(16) Exhibit 25 (Filed Under Seal), # (17) Exhibit 26 (Filed Under
Seal), # (18) Exhibit 27 (Filed Under Seal))(Fowler, Phillip)
Modified on 8/1/2008 (SWM). Modified on 10/1/2008 (MAC).
(Additional attachment(s) added on 10/1/2008: # 18 SUBSTITUTED
Brief, # 19 SUBSTITUTED Exhibit 27) (MAC). (Entered:

107/30/2008)

07/30/2008

MOTION to Seal Document 471 SEALED Document PLAINTIFF
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC'S MOTION TO FILE UNDER
SEAL ITS BRIEF AND CERTAIN EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS
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155.17KB

MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY FROM QWEST, filed by
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 07/30/2008)

07/30/2008

N
w

6.19MB

EXHIBIT in Support of Motion re 470 MOTION to Compel Plaintiff’
Centillion Data Systems, LLC's Motion to Compel Discovery From
Owest, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1, # 2 Exhibit 4, # 3 Exhibit 5, # 4 Exhibit
6, # 5 Exhibit 7, # 6 Exhibit 12, # 7 Exhibit 13, # 8 Exhibit 14, # 2
Exhibit 15, # 10 Exhibit 17, # 11 Exhibit 18, # 12 Exhibit 21, # 13
Exhibit 23)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 07/30/2008)

07/30/2008

75.66KB

Statement PLAINTIFF CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC'S RULE
37.1 STATEMENT FOR ITS MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY
by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered; 07/30/2008)

07/31/2008

93.65KB

ORDER granting pltf's 472 Motion to Seal Document 471 and certain
attached exhibits (See Order). Signed by Judge Jane Magnus-Stinson
on 7/31/08. (SWM) (Entered: 08/01/2008)

08/11/2008

21.42KB

Minute Entry for proceedings held before Judge William T.
Lawrence: Parties for Centillion Data Systems, LLC. and Convergys
Corporation appear by counsel for settlement conference on
Thursday, August 7, 2008. Conference held and successfully
concluded. The Court has been advised by counsel that a settlement
has been reached between Plaintiff Centillion Data Systems, LLC
and Defendant Convergys Corporation in this action. IT IS

| ORDERED that within thirty (30) days of this date, counsel for the

plaintiff shall file a motion to dismiss this cause or a stipulation of
dismissal. Signed by Judge William T. Lawrence on 8/11/08. (TMA)
(Entered: 08/11/2008)

08/11/2008

MARGINAL ENTRY denying as moot due to report of settlement
416 Pltf's Motion to enforce 5/1/07 Entry regarding motion to compel
and for sanctions. See Dkt. 476. Signed by Judge Jane Magnus-
Stinson on 8/11/08. (SWM) (Entered: 08/12/2008)

08/11/2008

15.45KB

MARGINAL ENTRY denying as moot due to report of settlement
378 Pltf's Motion for Protective Order. See Dkt. 476. Signed by
Judge Jane Magnus-Stinson on 8/11/08. (SWM) (Entered:
08/12/2008)

08/14/2008

N
\O

144 92KB

Unopposed MOTION to Modify CASE MANAGEMENT
DEADLINES, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered: 08/14/2008) ‘

08/15/2008

N
o

|

129.36KB

MOTION for Extension of Time to August 27, 2008 to file response
to 470 MOTION to Compel Plaintiff Centillion Data Systems, LLC's
Motion to Compel Discovery From Qwest, MOTION for Leave to
File Excess Pages, filed by Counter Defendants QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
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CORPORATION, Defendant QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Riley, James).(Entered: 08/15/2008)

08/18/2008

N
st

|

56.08KB

Submission, filed by Counter Defendants QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION, Defendant
QWEST. (Riley, James) (Entered: 08/18/2008)

08/18/2008

94.18KB

ORDER granting Qwest defts' 480 Motion for Extension of Time to
File Response re 470 MOTION to Compel Plaintiff Centillion Data
Systems, LLC's Motion to Compel Discovery From Jwest. Response
due by 8/27/2008. ORDER denying Qwest defts' 480 Motion for
Leave to File Oversized 40 page consolidated brief. Centillion is
ordered to file a combined reply/response brief, also limited to 35
pages (See Order). Signed by Judge Jane Magnus-Stinson on 8/18/08.
(SWM) (Entered: 08/18/2008)

08/22/2008

N
w

143.50KB

MOTION to Appear pro hac vice, filed by Counter Defendants
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION, Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Riley,
James) (Entered: 08/22/2008)

08/22/2008

N
=

E—\—?I

155.88KB

MOTION to Appear pro hac vice, filed by Counter Defendants
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION, Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Riley,
James) (Entered: 08/22/2008)

08/22/2008

N
W

32.94KB

ENTRY for 8/22/08 Telephone Conference: The parties appeared by
counsel before the magistrate judge this date, at which the following
was discussed and determined. The parties recently filed a joint
Motion to Modify case management deadlines 479 . Case
management deadlines are amended as follows: Dispositive motions
due by 3/27/2009 (See Entry for other established deadlines). The
magistrate judge recommends vacating the current trial setting, and
setting the final ptc on 9/11/09 at 10:00 a.m. and the jury trial on
9/28/09. Signed by Judge Jane Magnus-Stinson on 8/22/08. (SWM)
(Entered: 08/25/2008)

08/25/2008

=]
(@)Y

|

23.05KB

RECEIPT #IP 8569 in the amount of § 60.00. Pro Hac Vice fees for
J. Manena Bishop and Adam J. Lavier. (TRG) (Entered: 08/25/2008)

08/26/2008

~J

|

63.99KB

SCHEDULING ORDER: The 4/17/09 Final Pretrial Conference is
VACATED and RE-SET for 9/11/09 at 10:00 AM in room #204 and
the 5/4/09 Jury Trial is VACATED and RE-SET for 9/28/09 at 9:30
AM in courtroom #202, both before Judge Larry J. McKinney.
Signed by Judge Larry J, McKinney on 08/26/08. (GJQ) (Entered:
08/26/2008)

08/26/2008

o0

ORDER granting 483 Motion to Appear pro hac vice. Attorney J.
Manena Bishop for QWEST CORPORATION and QWEST
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100.35KB

COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION added. Signed by Judge
Jane Magnus-Stinson on 8/26/08. (SWM) (Entered: 08/27/2008)

08/26/2008

I
O

|

100.55KB

ORDER granting 484 Motion to Appear pro hac vice. Attorney
Adam J. LaVier for QWEST CORPORATION and QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION added. Signed by Judge
Jane Magnus-Stinson on 8/26/08. (SWM) (Entered: 08/27/2008)

08/27/2008

SEALED Qwest Corporation's, Qwest Communication Corporation's
and Qwest Communications International Inc.'s Brief in Support of
Their 470 Motion to Compel Discovery and in Opposition to
Centillion Data Systems, LLC's Motion to Compel, filed by
Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko,
Vincent) Modified on 8/28/2008 (TRG). (Entered: 08/27/2008)

08/27/2008

N
—

|

SEALED Declaration of Venkat Ashok In Support of Qwest Entities'
Brief In Support of Their Motion to Compel Discovery and in
Oppostion to Centillion Data Systems, LLC's Motion to Compel, re
490 SEALED Document, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol
Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 08/27/2008)

08/27/2008

N
]

|

SEALED Declaration of Jeffrey Winkler In Support of Qwest
Entities' Brief in Support of Their Motion to Compel Discovery and
in Opposition to Centillion Data Systems, LLC's Motion to Compel,
re 490 SEALED Document, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol
Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 08/27/2008)

08/27/2008

o

(U8

SEALED Declaration of Thomas Moynihan in Support of Qwest
Entities' Brief in Support of Their Motion to Compel Discovery and
in Opposition to Centillion Data Systems, LLC's Motion to Compel,
re 490 SEALED Document, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol
Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION, (Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 08/27/2008)

08/27/2008

N
=

SEALED Declaration of Dale Buxton In Support of Qwest Entities’
Opposition to Centillion Data Systems, LIC's Motion to Compel
Discovery, re 490 SEALED Document, filed by Defendant QWEST,
Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
B, # 2 Exhibit C, # 3 Exhibit D, # 4 Exhibit E, # 5 Exhibit F, # 6
Exhibit G, # 7 Exhibit H, # 8 Exhibit I, # 9 Exhibit J, # 10 Exhibit K,
# 11 Exhibit L, # 12 Exhibit M, # 13 Exhibit N, # 14 Exhibit Q, # 15
Exhibit R, # 16 Exhibit S, # 17 Exhibit U, # 18 Exhibit Y, # 19
Exhibit Z, # 20 Exhibit AA, # 21 Exhibit AB, # 22 Exhibit AC, # 23
Exhibit AD, # 24 Exhibit AE, # 25 Exhibit AF, # 26 Exhibit AH, #
27 Exhibit AL, # 28 Exhibit AJ, # 29 Exhibit AK, # 30 Exhibit AM, #
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31 Exhibit AN)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 08/27/2008)

08/27/2008

w

4.92MB

EXHIBIT in Support of Response in Opposition to Motion re 470
MOTION to Compel Plaintiff Centillion Data Systems, LLC's Motion
to Compel Discovery From Qwest Exhibits A, O, P, T, W, X, and AG
to Declaration of Dale Buxton in Support of Qwest Entities’
Opposition to Centillion Data Systems, LLC's Motion to Compel
Discovery, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A, # 2 Exhibit O, # 3
Exhibit P, # 4 Exhibit T, # 5 Exhibit V, # 6 Exhibit W, # 7 Exhibit X,
# 8 Exhibit AG)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 08/27/2008)

08/28/2008

N
N

42.38KB

MOTION to Seal Document 493 SEALED Document, 492 SEALED
Document, 490 SEALED Document, 494 SEALED Document, 491
SEALED Document Qwest Entities’ Motion to File Under Seal Its
Brief and Certain Exhibits in Support of Its Motion to Compel
Discovery and in Opposition to Centillion Data Systems, LLC's
Motion to Compel, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 08/28/2008)

08/28/2008

16.75KB

Statement Qwest Entities' Local Rule 37.1 Statement for Its Motion to
Compel Discovery by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 08/28/2008)

08/28/2008

SEALED SUBMISSION OF SIGNATURE REQUIRMENT for
Document #494 - Declaration of Dale Buxton in Support of
Opposition to Motion to Compel, re 494 SEALED Document, filed
by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko,
Vincent) (Entered: 08/28/2008)

08/28/2008

o~
O

|

SEALED Notice of Errata re Exhibit AL to Sealed Declaration of
Dale Buxton in Support of Qwest's Opposition to Centillion's Motion
to Compel Discovery, re 496 Motion to Seal a Document, 494
SEALED Document, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION, (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit AL)(Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 08/28/2008) '

08/29/2008

N
<

|

39.38KB

ORDER granting 496 Motion to Seal Document 499 SEALED
Document, 493 SEALED Document, 492 SEALED Documnent, 490
SEALED Document, 494 SEALED Document, 491 SEALED
Document. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 08/29/2008.
(TRG) (Entered: 08/29/2008)

09/10/2008

N
—

130.06KB

MOTION for Extension of Time to 9/19/08 to Submit Motion fo
Dismiss, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Campbell, David)
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(Entered: 09/10/2008)

09/11/2008

w
[\S]

88 24KB

ORDER granting 501 Motion for Extension of Time to File to
09/19/2008. The date Centillion and Convergys shall complete
execution of the settlement document and file a Motion to Dismiss is
extended to 9/19/2008. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on
09/11/2008. (TRG) (Entered: 09/12/2008)

09/12/2008

o
(U]

140.69KB

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to September 22, 2008
to file reply to 470 MOTION to Compel Plaintiff Centillion Data
Systems, LLC's Motion to Compel Discovery From Qwest, filed by
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 09/12/2008)

09/15/2008

N
=

|

151,09KB

ORDER granting pltf's 503 Motion for Extension of Time to File.
Reply re 470 MOTION to Compel and Response to defts' Motion to
Compel to 9/22/08. Signed by Judge Jane Magnus-Stinson on
9/15/08. (SWM) (Entered: 09/15/2008)

09/18/2008

9,
wn

130.29KB

MOTION for Extension of Time to September 26, 2008 to Submit
Motion to Dismiss, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Campbell, David) (Entered: 09/18/2008)

09/19/2008

n
N

114.90KB

ORDER granting 505 Motion for Extension of Time to File a Motion
to Dismiss. The date on which Centillion and Convergys shall
complete execution of the settlement document and file a Motion to
Dismiss is extended to September 26, 2008, Signed by Judge Larry J.
McKinney on 09/19/2008. (TRG) (Entered: 05/22/2008)

09/22/2008

¥,
-~

|

*** SEALED PER 510 ORDER OF 9/24/08 *** SEALED REPLY
in support of Motion re 496 MOTION to Seal Document 493
SEALED Document, 492 SEALED Document, 490 SEALED
Document, 494 SEALED Document, 451 SEALED Document Jwest
Entities’ Motion to File Under Seal Its Brief and Certain Exhibits in
Support of Its Motion to Comp MOTION to Seal Document 493
SEALED Document, 492 SEALED Document, 490 SEALED

‘Document, 494 SEALED Document, 491 SEALED Document Jwest

Entities’ Motion to File Under Seal Its Brief and Certain Exhibits in
Support of Its Motion to Comp MOTION to Seal Document 493
SEALED Document, 492 SEALED Document, 490 SEALED
Document, 494 SEALED Document, 491 SEALED Document Qwest
Entities’ Motion to File Under Seal Its Brief and Certain Exhibits in
Support of Its Motion to Comp, 470 MOTION to Compel Plaintiff
Centillion Data Systems, LLC's Motion to Compel Discovery From
Owest PLAINTIFF'S CONSOLIDATED REPLY BRIEF IN SUPPORT
OF ITS MOTION TO COMPEL AND IN OPPOSITION TO
DEFENDANTS' BRIEF, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit 28, # (2) Exhibit 29, #
(3) Exhibit 30, # (4) Exhibit 31, # (5) Exhibit 32, # (6) Exhibit 33, #
(7) Exhibir 34, # (8) Exhibit 35, # (9) Exhibit 36, # (10) Exhibit 37, #
(11) Exhibit 38, # (12) Exhibit 39, # (13) Exhibit 40, # (14) Exhibit
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41, # (15) Exhibit 42, # (16) Exhibit 43, # (17) Exhibit 44, # (18)
Exhibir 45, # (19) Exhibit 46, # (20) Exhibit 47, # (21) Exhibit 48, #
(22) Exhibir 49, # (23) Exhibit 50, # (24) Exhibit 51, # (25) Exhibit
52, #(26) Exhibit 53)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 9/24/2008
(TMA). (Entered: 09/22/2008)

09/22/2008

wn
law]
o]

MOTION to Seal Document 507 SEALED Reply in support of

Motion PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO FILE UNDER SEAL ITS

. | CONSOLIDATED REPLY AND EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS

1556KB MOTION TO COMPEL AND IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS'
' BRIEF, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.

(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:

09/22/2008)

wn
la]
\O

09/24/2008 MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney CENTILLION'S MOTION FOR
| LEAVE TO WITHDRAW CERTAIN APPEARANCES OF COUNSEL,
142@103 filed by Consol Defendant CITT GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC,,

' Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1

Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 09/24/2008)

|

09/24/2008

n
—
[e]

ORDER granting 508 Motion to Seal Document 507 consolidated
reply brief and exhibits 28-53 offered in support of its Motion to
0 KB Compel Discovery from Qwest and in opposition to Qwest's brief,

' Signed by Judge Jane Magnus-Stinson on 9/24/08. (TMA) (Entered:
09/24/2008)

n
—
—_

09/25/2008 MOTION to Appear pro hac vice CENTILLION'S MOTION FOR AN
ORDER GRANTING ALAN M. FREEMAN LEAVE TO APPEAR
PRO HAC VICE, filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP

(HOLDINGS) INC., Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
242.18k8 | LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 -- Appearance Pro Hac Vice For
Alan M. Freeman, # 2 Text of Proposed Order Order Granting Alan
M. Freeman Leave To Appear Pro Hac Vice)(Fowler, Phillip)

(Entered: 09/25/2008)

)
—
o~

09/25/2008

RECEIPT #IP 9005 in the amount of $ 30.00 for pro hac vice filing
2.592k8 | fee. (TRG) (Entered: 09/29/2008)

09/26/2008

wn
—
[\

Submission (CORRECTED) ORDER REGARDING MOTION TO
_ | WITHDRAW CERTAIN APPEARANCES OF COUNSEL, filed by
H | Consol Defendant CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., Plantiff

7% | CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
09/26/2008)

STIPULATION of Dismissal JOINT STIPULATION OF D]SM]SSAL
WITH PREJUDICE, filed by Defendant CONVERGYS

CORPORATION, Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
13074k8 | (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Order Approving Joint
Stipulation of Dismissal With Prejudice)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
09/26/2008)

09/26/2008

n
—
(O8]

ORDER granting 509 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney
Matthew J. Siembieda; Victor M. Wigman; Paul M. Honigberg and

w
—
w

09/29/2008

Al38




97.69KB

Grant S. Palmer withdrawn. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on
9/29/2008. (TRG) (Entered: 09/29/2008)

09/29/2008

194}
—_
[

88.64KB

Order approving Parties' Joint Stipulation of Dismissal filed by
Centillion Data Systems and Convergys Corporation. Each party to
bear its own costs and fees. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on
9/29/2008.(TRG) Entry corrected on 9/29/2008 (TRG). (Entered:
09/29/2008)

09/29/2008

w
ot
~1

|

147.60KB

MOTION (AGREED) TO SUBSTUTITE PLAINTIFF'S BRIEF AND
EXHIBIT 27 SUPPORTING MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY,
filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Order Granting Agreed
Motion To Substitute Plaintiff's Brief And Exhibit Supporting
Motion To Compel)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 09/29/2008)

09/29/2008

w
—
[o2e]

**SEALED PER ORDER 523 **SEALED (FILED UNDER SEAL)
EXHIBIT A TO AGREED MOTION TO SUBSTITUTE PLAINTIFF'S
BRIEF AND EXHIBIT 27 SUPPORTING MOTION TO COMPEL
DISCOVERY, re 517 Motion (Other), filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) Modified
on 9/30/2008 (TRG). Modified on 10/1/2008 (MAC). (Entered:
09/29/2008)

09/29/2008

w
—_
O

|

**SEALED PER ORDER 523 **SEALED (FILED UNDER SEAL)
EXHIBIT B TO AGREED MOTION TO SUBSTIUTE PLAINTIFF'S
BRIEF AND EXHIBIT 27 SUPPORTING MOTION TO COMPEL
DISCOVERY, re 517 Motion (Other), filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) Modified
on 10/1/2008 (MAC). (Entered; 09/29/2008)

09/25/2008

w
{an]

148 21KB

MOTION to Seal Document 519 SEALED Document, 518 SEALED
Document PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO FILE UNDER SEAL ITS
SUBSTITUTE BRIEF AND EXHIBIT 27 IN SUPPORT OF ITS
MOTION TO COMPEL, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Order
Granting Plaintiff's Motion To File Under Seal Its Substituted Brief
And Exhibit 27 In Support Of Motion To Compel)(Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered: 09/29/2008) '

09/30/2008

N
—

103.66KB

ORDER granting 511 Motion to Appear pro hac vice. Attorney Alan
M. Freeman for CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI
GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC.,. Signed by Judge Jane Magnus-Stinson
on 9/30/08. (MAC) (Entered: 09/30/2008)

09/30/2008

N
N
\S]

|

93.92KB

ORDER granting Agreed 517 Motion to Substitute plaintiff's Brief
and Exhibit supporting Motion to Compel (S.0.). Signed by Judge
Jane Magnus-Stinson on 9/30/08. (MAC) (Entered: 10/01/2008)

09/30/2008

lm
N2
|98

95.11KB

ORDER granting 520 Motion to Seal Document 519 SEALED
Document, 518 SEALED Document. Signed by Judge Jane Magnus-
Stinson on 9/30/08. (MAC) (Entered: 10/01/2008)
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10/06/2008

**¥ SEALED PER ORDER DATED 10/7/08 *** SEALED REPLY
in support of Motion re 496 MOTION to Seal Document 493
SEALED Document, 492 SEALED Document, 490 SEALED
Document, 494 SEALED Document, 491 SEALED Document Owest
Entities' Motion to File Under Seal Its Brief and Certain Exhibits in
Support of Its Motion to Comp Qwest Entities’ Reply Brief In Support
of Their Motion to Compel Discovery, filed by Defendant QWEST,
Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order Proposed Order Granting Motion to Compel)
(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 10/8/2008 (SWM). (Entered:
10/06/2008)

10/06/2008

N
N

24278

DECLARATION of E. Dale Buxton Il in Support of Qwest Entities
Motion to Compel Discovery re 524 SEALED Reply in support of
Motion by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 10/06/2008)

10/06/2008

W
(@)}

SEALED Exhibits to Declaration of E. Dale Buxton II In Support of
Motion to Compel Discovery, re 525 Declaration, filed by Defendant
QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
1-Dec. 4, 1996 Letter from W. Miller to David Sayre, # 2 Exhibit 2
- Dec. 4, 1996 Letter from J. Cauffman to T. Wynn, # 3 Exhibit 3 -
Aug. 27, 2008 Letter from D. Buxton to M. White, # 4 Exhibit 4 -
Sept. 18, 2008 Letter from D. Buxton to M. White, # 5 Exhibit 5 -
QCC's 11th Suppl. Responses to Centillion's First Set of
Interrogatories, # 6 Exhibit 6 - QC's 12th Suppl. Responses to
Centillion's First Set of Interrogatories, # 7 Exhibit 7 - Settlement
Agreement Between Centillion Data Systems and Convergys Corp.)

" | (Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/06/2008)

10/06/2008

(&)
~J

29,64KB

MOTION to Seal Document 524 SEALED Reply in support of
Motion, 526 SEALED Document, filed by Defendant QWEST,
Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # | Text of
Proposed Order Order Granting Qwest Entities Motion to Seal Reply
Brief and Exhibits in Support of Motion to Compel Discovery)
(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/06/2008)

10/07/2008

W
o0

|

29.77KB

ORDER granting Qwest's 527 Motion to Seal Document No. 524 .
Signed by Judge Jane Magnus-Stinson on 10/7/08. (SWM) Modified
on 10/8/2008 (SWM). (Entered: 10/08/2008)

10/17/2008

W
[ o]
O

|

*** SEALED PER ORDER DATED 10/20/08 *** SEALED
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER REGARDING
DEPOSITION OF MATTHEW GRAVES, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1
-- Letter from Dale Buxton to counsel dated September 30, 2008, # 2
Exhibit 2 -- Subpoena and Notice of Deposition regarding Michael
Graves, # 3 Exhibit 3 -- E-Mail from Denise Lane to Hector Gallegos
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dated 10/17/08 at 1:45 a.m., # 4 Exhibit 4 -- E-Mail from Denise
White to Hector Gallegos dated October 17,2008 at 11:14 am., # 3
Exhibit 5 -- Subcontract Agreement signed by Michael Graves, # 6
Exhibit 6 -- License Agreement with Verizon, # 7 Text of Proposed
Order Order Granting Plaintiff's Motion for Protective Order
Regarding Deposition of Matthew Graves)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified
on 10/17/2008 (TRG). Modified on 10/20/2008 (SWM). (Entered:
10/17/2008)

n
[es]

143.80KB

MOTION to Seal Document 529 SEALED Document Plaintiff’s
Motion to File Under Seal Its Motion for Protective Order Regarding
Deposition of Michael Graves and Exhibits, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFEF'S MOTION TO
FILE UNDER SEAL ITS MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER
REGARDING DEPOSITION OF MICHAEL GRAVES AND
EXHIBITS)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 10/17/2008)

N
s

|

143.48KB

MOTION for Emergency Hearing re 529 SEALED Document
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR EMERGENCY HEARING ON
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER REGARDING
DEPOSITION OF MATTHEW GRAVES, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR
EMERGENCY HEARING ON PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR
PROTECTIVE ORDER REGARDING DEPOSITION OF
MATTHEW GRAVES)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 10/17/2008)

W
[\

29,86KB

ENTRY granting 531 Motion for Emergency Hearing.
SCHEDULING ORDER: Hearing regarding Motion for Protective
Order set for 10/17/2008 04:45 PM in Telephonic before Judge Jane
Magnus-Stinson. The parties are instructed to call the Court at the
number provided. Only one counsel for each side who is completely
familiar with the issues involved in this motion shall call. Signed by
Judge Jane Magnus-Stinson on 10/17/08. (SWM) (Entered:
10/17/2008)

W

(O8]

-] ORDER granting pltf's 529 Sealed Motion for Protective Order.

Signed by Judge Jane Magnus-Stinson on 10/20/08. (SWM)
(Entered: 10/20/2008)

W
N

125.71KB

ORDER granting pltf's 530 Motion to Seal Document Number 329 .
Pltf is ordered to file redacted versions of said motion for the public
record by 10/22/08. Signed by Judge Jane Magnus-Stinson on
10/20/08. (SWM) (Entered: 10/20/2008)

(9]
w

0.78MB

MOTION for Protective Order PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR
PROTECTIVE ORDER REGARDING DEPOSITON OF MICHAEL
GRAVES (PUBLIC VERSION), filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 -- 9-30-08
letter from Dale Buxton to Counsel with attachments, # 2 Exhibit 2 --
Subpoena and Notice of Deposition re: Michael Graves, # 3 Exhibit 3
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-- E-Mail from Denise Lane to Hector Gallegos dated October 17,
2008, # 4 Exhibit 4 -~ E-Mail from Denise Lane to Hector Gallegos
dated 10-17-08 at 11:14 a.m.)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 10/21/2008)

10/23/2008

N
W
(@)%

49.22KB

ENTRY granting in part and denying in part Centillion's 470 Motion
to Compel. ENTRY granting Qwest defts' 490 Cross-Motion to
Compel (See Entry). Signed by Judge Jane Magnus-Stinson on
10/23/08. (SWM) (Entered: 10/23/2008)

10/24/2008

n
(W)
~1

4.12KB

Reassignment of Case to Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch.
Judge Jane Magnus-Stinson no longer assigned to the case. Please
include the new case number (1:04-cv-0073-LIM-DML), which
includes the initials of the newly assigned judge, on all future filings
in this matter. (TMA) (Entered: 10/24/2008)

12/23/2008

(94
o
oo

|

**#* SEALED PER 546 ORDER OF 12/31/08 *** SEALED
MOTION TO STRIKE THE DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF
MICHAEL GRAVES OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, TO COMPEL
DISCOVERY, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # (1) Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip)
Modified on 12/31/2008 (TMA). (Entered: 12/23/2008)

12/23/2008

wn
(%)
O

*** SEALED PER 546 ORDER OF 12/31/08 *** SEALED
PLAINTIFF CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS' MEMORANDUM IN
SUPPORT OF ITS MOTION TO STRIKE THE DEPOSITION
TESTIMONY OF MICHAEL GRAVES OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE,
TO COMPEL DISCOVERY, re 538 SEALED Motion, filed by
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # (1)
Exhibit A -- Quest Deposition of Michael Graves, # (2) Exhibit B --
Letter from J. M. Bishop to M. Graves of May 9, 2008, # (3) Exhibit
C -- Centillion Deposition of Michael Graves, # (4) Exhibit D -- M.
Graves' Telephone Log, # (5) Exhibit E -- Invoice from M. Graves to
A. LaVier dated August 26, 2008, # (6) Exhibit F -- Letter from A,
LaVier to M. Graves dated August 25, 2008, # (7) Exhibit G --
Invoice from M. Graves to A. LaVier dated September 25, 2008, #
(8) Exhibit H -- Letter from D. Buxton to M. White and C. Khoo
dated September 30, 2008, # (9) Exhibit I -- Subpoena for Deposition

-| of M. Graves, # (10) Exhibit J -- Morrison & Foerster check stub, #

(11) Exhibit K -- Letter from H. Gallegos to M. White dated October
28,2008, # (12) Exhibit L -- Letter from A. LaVier to M. White
dated December 18, 2008, # (13) Exhibit M -- Portion of Plaintiff's
First Set of Requests for Production of Documents to Defendants
Qwest Communications International Inc. and Qwest Corporation, #
(14) Exhibit N -- Portion of Plaintiff's Fifth Set of Requests for
Production of Documents to Qwest)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on
12/31/2008 (TMA). (Entered: 12/23/2008)

12/23/2008

*+% SEALED PER 546 ORDER OF 12/31/08 *** SEALED
Certification of Hemant Keeto Sabharwal, re 538 SEALED Motion,
filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler,
Phillip) Modified on 12/31/2008 (TMA). (Entered: 12/23/2008)
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12/23/2008

7=
5

144.57KB

MOTION to Seal Document 539 SEALED Document, 540 SEALED
Document, 538 SEALED MOTION 7O STRIKE THE DEPOSITION
TESTIMONY OF MICHAEL GRAVES OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE,
TO COMPEL DISCOVERY Plaintiff Centillion Data Systems, LLC's
Motion to File Under Seal Its Motion and Memorandum in Support
of Its Motion to Strike the Deposition Testimony of Michael Graves
or, in the Alternative, to Compel Discovery, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order Order Granting Motion to File Under Seal)(Fowler,
Phillip) (Entered: 12/23/2008)

12/23/2008

h

.

|

17.59KB

MOTION for Leave to Take Bruce Whitman's Deposition Beyond
December 23, 2008 Fact Discovery Cutoff, filed by Defendant
QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 12/23/2008)

12/23/2008

h

G2

26.41KB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 542 MOTION for Leave to
Take Bruce Whitman's Deposition Beyond December 23, 2008 Fact
Discovery Cutoff, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 12/23/2008)

12/23/2008

W
>

203.54KB

DECLARATION of J. Manena Bishop in Support of Motion for
Leave to Take Bruce Whitman's Deposition Beyond December 23,
2008 Fact Discovery Cutoff re 543 Brief/Memorandum in Support of
Motion, 542 Motion (Other) by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Exhibit 1 to Bishop Declaration, # 2 Exhibit 2 to Bishop
Declaration, # 3 Exhibit 3 to Bishop Declaration, # 4 Exhibit 4 to
Bishop Declaration)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 12/23/2008)

12/24/2008

w
wn

SEALED Submission of Signature Requirement, re 538 SEALED
Motion, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
12/24/2008) :

12/31/2008

wn
~
o

100.15KB

ORDER granting 541 Motion to Seal Document 539 SEALED

| Document, 540 SEALED Document, 538 SEALED MOTION TO

STRIKE THE DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF MICHAEL GRAVES
OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, TO COMPEL DISCOVERY. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch on 12/31/08. (TMA)
(Entered: 12/31/2008)

01/12/2009

N
~J

|

12.32KB

NOTICE of Manual Filing of Exhibit I to the Declaration of Adam J.
LaVier, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION
(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 01/12/2009)

01/12/2009

w
(e =]

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 556 *** SEALED
PLAINTIFF CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC'S OPPOSITION
TO MOTION FOR LEAVE TO TAKE DEPOSITION AFTER FACT
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DISCOVERY CUT OFF', re 542 Motion (Other), filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A
-- Deposition Notice of Verizon Corporate Services Corp. dated
November 7, 2006, # 2 Exhibit B -- Letter from Peter Weissman to
Hector Gallegos dated November 22, 2006, # 3 Exhibit C -- Letters
from Tracy Roybal to Peter Weissman and Brian Seal dated January
23, 2007 and February 7, 2007, # 4 Exhibit D -- Document entitled
"Cobra" by Bruce Whitman that was marked confidential by third
party Verizon, dated March 6, 1987, # S Exhibit E -- Memo from
Michael Graves to Herb Lessman marked confidential by third party
Verizon, dated March 23, 1987, # 6 Exhibit F -- Memo to File
marked confidential by third party Verizon, Dated October 21, 1987,
# 7 Exhibit G -- Draft Questionnaire marked confidential by third
party Verizon, # 8 Exhibit H -- Excerpt from AT&T's Witness List
from Centillion Data Systems v. AT&T, dated December 13, 1997, #
9 Exhibit I -- Letter from J. Manena Bishop to Michael Graves,
Dated May 9, 2008, # 10 Exhibit J -- Servies of Invoices from
Michael Graves to Qwest with telephone records, marked
confidential, # 11 Exhibit K -- Letter from Adam LaVier to Michael
Graves, Dated August 25, 2008, # 12 Exhibit L -- Sealed Order from
United States v. Cinergy Corp., # 13 Exhibit M -- Excerpts from
Michael Graves desposition taken on November 24, 2008, # 14
Exhibit N -- Excerpts from Michael Graves deposition taken
December 9, 2008, # 15 Exhibit O -- Excerpts from Michael Graves
deposition taken by Centillion on December 9, 2008, # 16 Exhibit P -
- Excerpts from the deposition of James Coyle taken on December
11,2008, # 17 Exhibit Q -- Excerpts from the depositionof Ed Varley
taken on December 15, 2008, # 18 Exhibit R -- Declaration of Denise
C. Lane)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 1/13/2009 (TRG). Modified
on 1/14/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 01/12/2009)

01/12/2009

\O

148.69KB

MOTION to Seal Document 548 SEALED Document PLAINTIFF'S
MOTION TO FILE UNDER SEAL ITS OPPOSITION TO
DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR LEAVE TO TAKE 4 DEPOSITION
AFTER FACT DISCOVERY CUT OFF AND ITS EXHIBITS IN
SUPPORT THEREOQF, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 01/12/2009)

01/12/2009

wn
O

*+*SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 557 ***SEALED QOwest's
Opposition to Centillion'’s 538 Motion to Strike the Deposition
Testimony of Michael Graves, or in the Alternative, to Compel
Discovery, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 1/13/2009 (TRG).
Modified on 1/14/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 01/12/2009)

01/12/2009

N
—

*#+SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 557 *** SEALED
Declaration of Adam J. LaVier In Opposition to Centillion's 338
Motion to Strike the Deposition Testimony of Michael Graves, or in
the Alternative, to Compel Discovery, re 547 Notice (Other), 550
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| SEALED Document, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs

QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 2 to LaVier
Declaration, # 2 Exhibit 3 to LaVier Declaration, # 3 Exhibit 5 to
LaVier Declaration, # 4 Exhibit 7 to LaVier Declaration, # 5 Exhibit
8 to LaVier Declaration, # 6 Exhibit 9 to LaVier Declaration, # 7
Exhibit 10 to LaVier Declaration, # 8 Exhibit 11 to LaVier
Declaration, # 9 Exhibit 12 to LaVier Declaration, # 10 Exhibit 13 to
LaVier Declaration, # 11 Exhibit 14 to LaVier Declaration, # 12
Exhibit 15 to LaVier Declaration, # 13 Exhibit 17 to LaVier
Declaration, # 14 Exhibit 18 to LaVier Declaration, # 15 Exhibit 19
to LaVier Declaration, # 16 Exhibit 20 to LaVier Declaration, # 17
Exhibit 21 to LaVier Declaration, # 18 Exhibit 24 to LaVier
Declaration, # 19 Exhibit 25 to LaVier Declaration, # 20 Exhibit 29
to LaVier Declaration, # 21 Exhibit 34 to LaVier Declaration, # 22
Exhibit 37 to LaVier Declaration, # 23 Exhibit 41 to LaVier
Declaration, # 24 Exhibit 42 to LaVier Declaration, # 25 Exhibit 46
to LaVier Declaration, # 26 Exhibit 47 to LaVier Declaration, # 27
Exhibit 48 to LaVier Declaration)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on
1/13/2009 (TRG). Modified on 1/14/2009 (TRG). (Entered:
01/12/2009)

01/12/2009

W
wh
[\

37.73KB

MOTION to Seal Document 550 SEALED Document, 551 SEALED
Document, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments; # 1 Text of Proposed Order
Granting Motion to Seal)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 01/12/2009)

01/12/2009

7.96MB

EXHIBIT in Support of Response in Opposition to Motion re 552
MOTION to Seal Document 550 SEALED Document, 551 SEALED
Document Exhibits (Public) to Declaration of Adam J. LaVier In
Opposition to Centillion's Motion to Strike Deposition Testimony of
Michael Graves, or in the Alternativek, to Compel Discovery, filed by
Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Exhibit 3 to LaVier Declaration, # 2 Exhibit 6 to LaVier
Declaration, # 3 Exhibit 16 to LaVier Declaration, # 4 Exhibit 22 to
LaVier Declaration, # 5 Exhibit 23 to LaVier Declaration, # 6 Exhibit
26 to LaVier Declaration, # 7 Exhibit 27 to LaVier Declaration, # 8
Exhibit 28 to LaVier Declaration, # 9 Exhibit 30 to LaVier
Declaration, # 10 Exhibit 31 to LaVier Declaration, # 11 Exhibit 32
to LaVier Declaration, # 12 Exhibit 33 to LaVier Declaration, # 13
Exhibit 35 to LaVier Declaration, # 14 Exhibit 36 to Lavier
Declaration, # 15 Exhibit 38 to LaVier Declaration, # 16 Exhibit 39
to LaVier Declaration, # 17 Exhibit 40 to LaVier Declaration, # 18
Exhibit 43 to LaVier Declaration, # 19 Exhibit 44 to LaVier
Declaration, # 20 Exhibit 49 to LaVier Declaration, # 21 Exhibit 45
to LaVier Declaration)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 01/13/2009)

01/12/2009

555

Submission of DVD filed manually re 547 , filed by Counter
Defendants QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
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COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION, Defendant QWEST,
Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (TRG) Modified on
1/13/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 01/13/2009)

01/13/2009

L
Cn
N

|

SEALED Notice of Errata, re 552 Motion to Seal a Document, 551
SEALED Document, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 22 to LaVier
Declaration)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 01/13/2009)

01/13/2009

N
wn
(@)Y

87.89KB

ORDER granting 549 Motion to Seal Document, 548 SEALED
Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for Leave to Take a Deposition
After Fact Discovery CutOff and its Exhibits in Support Thereof
shall be maintained under seal. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney
on 1/13/2009. (TRG) (Entered: 01/14/2009)

01/13/2009

(9,
w
~J

|

29.70KB

ORDER granting 552 Motion to Seal Document. 550 SEALED
Qwest's Opposition to Centillion's 538 Motion to Strike the
Deposition Testimony of Michael Graves, or in the Alternative, to
Compel Discovery AND 551 SEALED Declaration of Adam J.
LaVier In Opposition to Centillion's 538 Motion to Strike the
Deposition Testimony of Michael Graves, or in the Alternative, to
Compel Discovery shall be maintained under seal. Signed by Judge
Larry J. McKinney on 1/13/2009. (TRG) (Entered: 01/14/2009)

01/26/2009

w
los]

SEALED Reply Brief in Support of Its 538 Motion To Strike The
Deposition Testimony of Michael Graves or, in the Alternative, To
Compel Discovery, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit O, # 2 Exhibit P, # 3
Exhibit Q, # 4 Exhibit R, # 5 Exhibit S, # 6 Exhibit T, # 7 Exhibit U,
# 8 Exhibit V, # 9 Exhibit W, # 10 Exhibit X, # 11 Exhibit Y, # 12
Exhibit Z, # 13 Exhibit AA, # 14 Exhibit BB, # 15 Exhibit CC, # 16
Exhibit DD, # 17 Exhibit EE, # 18 Exhibit FF, # 19 Exhibit GG, # 20
Exhibit HH, # 21 Exhibit II, # 22 Exhibit JJ, # 23 Exhibit KK, # 24
Exhibit LL, # 25 Exhibit MM)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on
1/27/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 01/26/2009)

01/26/2009

|

14423KB

MOTION to Seal Document 558 SEALED Reply Brief in Support of
538 Motion to Strike the Deposition Testimony of Michael Graves
or, in the Alternative, To Compel Discovery, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 1/27/2009 (TRG).
(Entered: 01/26/2009)

01/26/2009

w
o

141.92KB

MOTION For Hearing On Its 538 Motion to Strike The Deposition
Testimony of Michael Graves or In The Alternative, To Compel
Discovery, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified
on 1/27/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 01/26/2009)

01/26/2009

SEALED REPLY in support of Motion re 542 MOTION for Leave to
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Take Bruce Whitman's Deposition Beyond December 23, 2008 Fact
Discovery Cutoff, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 01/26/2009)

01/26/2009

SEALED Declaration of Adam J. LaVier in Support of Owest's 561
Reply in Support of their 342 Motion for Leave to Take the
Deposition of Bruce Whitman After December 23, 2008 Fact
Discovery Cutoff, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 to Declaration of
Adam J. LaVier, # 2 Exhibit 2 to Declaration of Adam J. LaVier, # 3
Exhibit 3 to Declaration of Adam J. LaVier, # 4 Exhibit 4 to
Declaration of Adam J. LaVier, # 3 Exhibit 5 to Declaration of Adam
J. LaVier, # 6 Exhibit 6 to Declaratin of Adam J. LaVier, # 7 Exhibit
7 to Declaration of Adam J. LaVier, # 8§ Exhibit 8 to Declaration of
Adam J, LaVier, # 9 Exhibit 10 to Declaration of Adam J. LaVier, #
10 Exhibit 11 to Declaration of Adam J. LaVier, # 11 Exhibit 12 to
Declaration of Adam J. LaVier, # 12 Exhibit 13 to Declaration of
Adam J. LaVier, # 13 Exhibit 14 to Declaration of Adam J. LaVier, #
14 Exhibit 15 to Declaration of Adam J. LaVier, # 15 Exhibit 16 to
Declaration of Adam J. LaVier, # 16 Exhibit 17 to Declaration of
Adam J, LaVier, # 17 Exhibit 18 to Declaration of Adam J. LaVier, #
18 Exhibit 19 to Declaration of Adam J. LaVier, # 19 Exhibit 20 to
Declaration of Adam J. LaVier, # 20 Exhibit 21 to Declaration of
Adam J, LaVier, # 21 Exhibit 22 to Declaration of Adam J. LaVier, #
22 Exhibit 23 to Declaration of Adam J. LaVier, # 23 Exhibit 24 to
Declaration of Adam J, LaVier, # 24 Exhibit 25 to Declaration of
Adam J, LaVier, # 25 Exhibit 26 to Declaration of Adam J, LaVier, #
26 Exhibit 27 to Declaration of Adam J. LaVier, # 27 Exhibit 29 to
Declaration of Adam J. LaVier)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on
1/27/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 01/26/2009)

01/26/2009

‘SEALED Declaration of J. Manena Bishop in Support of Qwest's 361

Reply in Support of Their 542 Motion for Leave to Take the
Deposition of Bruce Whitman After December 23, 2008 Fact
Discovery Cutoff , filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 1/27/2009 (TRG).
(Entered: 01/26/2009)

01/26/2009

56

I~

80,12KB

EXHIBIT 28 to the Declaration of Alan J. Lavier in Support of
Quest's 561 Reply in Support of Their 542 MOTION for Leave fo
Take Bruce Whitman's Deposition Beyond December 23, 2008 Fact
Discovery Cutoff, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs
OWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 1/27/2009 (TRG).
(Entered: 01/26/2009)

01/26/2009

DECLARATION of E. Dale Buxton II in Support of Qwest's 561
Reply in Support of Their 542 Motion for Leave to Take the
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16.84KB

Deposition of Bruce Whitman After December 23, 2008 Fact
Discovery Cutoff, filed by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION, (Belusko,
Vincent) Modified on 1/27/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 01/26/2009)

01/26/2009

wn
N

35.85KB

MOTION to Seal Document 563 SEALED Declaration of J. Manena
Bishop, 561 SEALED Reply in support of 542 Motion for Leave to
Take the Deposition of Bruce Whitman, 562 SEALED Declaration of
Adam J. LaVier, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order
Granting Qwest's Motion to Seal)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on
1/27/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 01/26/2009)

01/26/2009

w
-~

14.40KB

RESPONSE to 560 MOTION For Hearing re 538 Motion to Sirike
The Deposition Testimony of Michael Graves or In The Alternative,
To Compel Discovery, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 1/27/2009 (TRG).
(Entered: 01/26/2009)

01/27/2009

w
(@)}
oo

|

SEALED Reply In Support of 560 Motion for Hearing On 538
Motion to Strike The Deposition Testimony of Michael Graves or, In
The Altemnative, To Compel Discovery, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) Modified
on 1/28/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 01/27/2009)

01/27/2009

w
N

90.06KB

REPLY in Support of 560 MOTION For Hearing On 538 Motion to
Strike The Deposition Testimony of Michael Graves or In The
Altemnative, To Compel Discovery, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 1/28/2009
(TRG). (Entered: 01/27/2009)

01/27/2009

wn
(]

94,74KB

ORDER granting 559 Motion to Seal Document 558 SEALED Reply
Brief in Support of Its 538 Motion To Strike The Deposition
Testimony of Michael Graves or, in the Alternative, To Compel
Discovery, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
Signed by Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch on 1/27/2009.
(LBK) (Entered: 01/28/2009)

01/27/2009

h
~
—

|

37.09KB

ORDER granting 566 Motion to Seal Document 561 SEALED Reply
Brief, 563 SEALED Declaration of J. Manena Bishop, 562 SEALED
Declaration of Adam J. LaVier and supporting exhibits, filed by
Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch on 1/27/2009. (LBK)
{(Entered: 01/28/2009)

01/28/2009

wh
-
[\

|

13,12KB

NOTICE of Bruce Whitman's Availabiity for Deposition on February
4, 5, or 6 (Relevant to Motion for Leave, D.I. 542, and Related
Briefing D.I 543, D.I 548, D.I 561), filed by Defendant QWEST,
Consol! Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
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COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION, re 542 MOTION for Leave
to Take Bruce Whitman's Deposition Beyond December 23, 2008
Fact Discovery Cutoff. (Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 01/28/2009)

01/28/2009

w

308,97KB

DECLARATION of J. Manena Bishop in Support of Qwest's Notice
of Bruce Whitman's Availability for Deposition on February 4, 5, or
6 re 572 Notice (Other) re 542 MOTION for Leave to Take Bruce
Whitman's Deposition, filed by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Exhibit 1 to Bishop Declaration, # 2 Exhibit 2 to Bishop
Declaration)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 1/29/2009 (TRG).
(Entered: 01/28/2009)

02/02/2009

246.68KB

MOTION for Attorney(s) Paul M. Honigberg to Appear pro hac vice.
CENTILLION'S MOTION FOR AN ORDER GRANTING PAUL M.
HONIGBERG LEAVE TO APPEAR PRO HAC VICE, filed by
Consol Defendant CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1
-- Appearance Pro Hac Vice for Paul M, Honigberg, # 2 Text of
Proposed Order Order Granting Paul M. Honigberg Leave to Appear
Pro Hac Vice)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 02/02/2009)

02/02/2009

(o))
wn

42.54KB

ORDER granting 542 Motion for leave to take the deposition of
Bruce Whitman beyond the December 23, 2008 fact discovery cutoff.
(See Order) Signed by Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch on
2/2/09. (TMA) (Entered: 02/02/2009)

02/03/2009

n
(@)

30.69KB

RECEIPT #IP 11022 in the amount of § 30.00 (pro hac vice filing fee
for Paul M. Honigberg) (TRG) (Entered: 02/03/2009)

02/05/2009

W
~J

103.45KB

ORDER granting 574 Motion to Appear pro hac vice. Attorney Paul
M. Honigberg for CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC. and
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC added. Signed by Judge
Larry J. McKinney on 2/5/2009. (TRG) (Entered: 02/05/2009)

02/05/2009

W
[ore]

80.52KB

NOTICE of Appearance by Paul M. Honigberg on behalf of Counter
Claimants CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC., Counter Defendant CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, Consol Defendants CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (TRG) (Entered:
02/05/2009)

02/05/2009

w
O

131.53KB

MOTION to Modify CENTILLION'S MOTION TO MODIFY CASE
MANAGEMENT DEADLINES, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order
Order Granting Centillion's Motion to Modify Case Management
Deadlines)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 02/05/2009) 4

02/05/2009

n
(e

|

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 579 MOTION to Modify
CENTILLION'S MOTION TO MODIFY CASE MANAGEMENT
DEADLINES CENTILLION'S BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF ITS
MOTION TO MODIFY CASE MANAGEMENT DEADLINES, filed
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246.52KB

by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: #
1 Exhibit 1 -- E-Mail exchange between J. Manena Bishop and Caren
Khoo, Feb. 2-4, 2009, # 2 Exhibit 2 -- E-mail from J. Manena Bishop
to H. Keeto Sabharwal, Jan. 27, 2009, # 3 Exhibit 3 -- E-mail from J.
Manena Bishop to Michael White, Feb. 4, 2009)(Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered: 02/05/2009)

02/05/2009

w
[}
bt

17031KB

AFFIDAVIT in Support of Motion re 579 MOTION to Modify
CENTILLION'S MOTION TO MODIFY CASE MANAGEMENT
DEADLINES CERTIFICATION OF MICHAEL D. WHITE, filed by
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit A -- E-mail exchange between J. Manena Bishop and
Michael White, Feb, 3-4, 2009)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
02/05/2009) :

02/05/2009

152.93KB

MOTION for Emergency Hearing re 579 MOTION to Modify
CENTILLION'S MOTION TO MODIFY CASE MANAGEMENT
DEADLINES PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR EMERGENCY
HEARING ON ITS MOTION TO MODIFY CASE MANAGEMENT
ORDER DEADLINES, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Order
Granting Plaintiff's Motion for Emergency Hearing on Plaintiff's
Motion to Modify Case Management Deadlines)(Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered: 02/05/2009)

02/05/2009

o
o
w

|

29.75KB

ORDER granting 582 Motion for Emergency Hearing. The matter
will be heard by telephone on 2/6/2009 12:00 Noon E.S.T. before
Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch. Counsel shall telephone
the court at the number listed in this Order.Signed by Magistrate
Judge Debra McVicker Lynch on 2/5/2009. (JMC) (Entered:
02/05/2009)

02/05/2009

[
o0
=~

40.02KB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 579 MOTION to Modify
CENTILLION'S MOTION TO MODIFY CASE MANAGEMENT
DEADLINES, filed by Counter Defendants QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko,
Vincent) (Entered: 02/06/2009)

02/06/2009

n
o]
w

|

359.74KB

DECLARATION of Adam J. LaVier re 584 Response in Opposition
to 579 Motion by QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # ] Exhibit
Exhibit 1, # 2 Exhibit Exhibit 2, # 3 Exhibit Exhibit 3)(Belusko,
Vincent) Modified on 2/9/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 02/06/2009)

02/06/2009

(9
o0
(@)

|

30.58KB

ORDER granting 579 Motion to Modify Case Management
Deadlines. See order for modified deadlines and additional details.
Signed by Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch on 2/6/09.
{(WIC) (Entered: 02/06/2009)

02/25/2009

19,1
(o]
~J1

NOTICE of New Evidence Relevant to Plaintiff's 538 Motion fo
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19.56KB

Strike the Deposition Testimony of Michael Graves or, in the
Alternative, to Compel Discovery, filed by Defendant QWEST,
Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION (Belusko, Vincent)
Modified on 2/26/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 02/25/2009)

02/25/2009

[o.<]

11.07KB

DECLARATION of Adam J. LaVier ISO Qwest's Notice of New
Evidence Relevant to Plaintiff's 538 Motion to Strike the Deposition
Testimony of Michael Graves re 587 Notice (Other) by QWEST,
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 2/26/2009 (TRG). |
(Entered: 02/25/2009)

02/25/2009

\O

#¥* SEALED PER 591 ORDER OF 2/26/09 *** SEALED Exhibits
I through 4 to the Declaration of Adam J. LaViere ISO Qwest's
Notice of New Evidence Relevent to Plaintiff's 538 Motion to Strike
the Depo. Testimony of Michael Graves, re 588 Declaration, filed by
Defendant QWZEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
(1) Exhibit 1 - Table of New Evidence Provided by Mr. Whitman
That Corroborates Evidence Provided by Mr. Graves, # (2) Exhibit 2
- Excerpts of Michael Graves Depo. Transcript, Nov. 24, 2008, # (3)
Exhibit 3 - Excerpts of Bruce Whitman's Depo. Transcript, Feb. 11,
2009, # (4) Exhibit 4 - Fourth Annual Technical Excellence Program
Awards Dinner Brochure, May 25, 1988, bates stampted VZ CENT
QWST 00001-00008)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 2/26/2009
(TRG). Modified on 2/26/2009 (TMA). (Entered: 02/25/2009)

02/25/2009

w
(v

|

27.01KB

MOTION to Seal Document 589 SEALED Document Jwest's
Motion to Seal Exhibits I through 4 to Decl. of Adam J. LaVier 1SO
Notice of New Evidence, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol
Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 02/25/2009)

02/26/2009

)
—

38.49KB

ORDER granting 590 Motion to Seal Document 589 Exhibits 1
through 4 to the Declaration of Adam J. LaVier. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch on 2/26/2009. (TMA)
(Entered: 02/26/2009)

02/27/2009

W
[\S]

|

99.55KB

REPLY in Support of Motion re 538 SEALED MOTION 70
STRIKE THE DEPOSITION TESTIMONY OF MICHAEL GRAVES
OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, TO COMPEL DISCOVERY
Centillion's Response to Qwest's Notice of New Evidence Relevant to
Plaintiff's Motion to Strike the Deposition Testimony of Michael
Graves, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 02/27/2009)

03/26/2009

ol
(98]

MOTION for Attorney(s) Victor M. Wigman to Appear pro hac vice.
Centillion's Motion For An Order Granting Victor M. Wigman Leave
To Appear Pro Hac Vice, filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC., Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
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246.07KB

LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 -- Appearance Pro Hac Vice For
Victor M. Wigman, # 2 Text of Proposed Order Order Granting
Victor M. Wigman Leave to Appear Pro Hac Vice)(Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered: 03/26/2009)

03/26/2009

18.02KB

RECEIPT #IP 11826 in the amount of $ 30.00 (pro hac vice filing fee
for Victor M, Wigman) (TRG) (Entered: 03/27/2009)

03/30/2009

Gad
N

175.73KB

ORDER granting 593 Motion to Appear pro hac vice, Attorney
Victor M. Wigman for CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC. and
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC added. Signed by Judge
Larry J. McKinney on 3/30/2009. (TRG) (Entered: 03/30/2009)

03/30/2009

n
O
(@)Y

81.29KB

NOTICE of Appearance by Victor M. Wigman on behalf CITI
GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC. and CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (TRG) (Entered: 03/30/2009)

04/10/2009

wn
O
-

18.61KB

MOTION to Dismiss Consolidated Plaintiffs Qwest Corp. and Qwest
Communications Corp.'s Motion to Dismiss CTI Group's
Counterclaim and Request to Voluntarily Dismiss Their Claims
against CTI Group Holdings, filed by Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 04/10/2009)

04/10/2009

h
\O
o0

61.02KB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 397 MOTION to Dismiss
Consolidated Plaintiffs Qwest Corp. and Qwest Communications
Corp.'s Motion to Dismiss CTI Group's Counterclaim and Request to
Voluntarily Dismiss Their Claims against CTI Group Holdings, filed
by Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 04/10/2009)

04/10/2009

w
D
\O

|

6.77MB

DECLARATION of J. Manena Bishop re 597 Motion to Dismiss by
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION, (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 to Declaration of J.
Manena Bishop - CTI Group 10-QSB For Quarter Ended 9/30/05, # 2
Exhibit 1, Part Two to Decl. of J. Manena Bishop - CTI Group 10-
QSB for Quarter Ended 9/30/05, # 3 Exhibit 2 to Decl. of J. Manena
Bishop - 8/22/08 Centillion's Second Amended and Suppl. Objections
and Responses, # 4 Exhibit 3 to Decl, of J. Manena Bishop - CTI
Group Holdings 2008-10KSB for year ended Dec. 31, 2007, # 5
Exhibit 4 to Decl. of J. Manena Bishop - Correspondence Betw,
Michael White of Blank Rome LLP and J. Manena Bishop of
Morrison & Foerster)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 04/10/2009)

04/14/2009

(]
]

15.20KB

MOTION for Partial Summary Judgment to Bar Centillion Data
Systems, LLC and CTI Group (Holdings), Inc.'s Patent Infringement
Claims Based on the Accused Networx Applications Per 28 U.S.C.
Section 1498, filed by Defendant QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

¥**SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 636 DATED 4/23/2009***
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SEALED Memorandum In Support of 600 Qwest's Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment to Bar Centillion Data Systems, LLC and CTI
Group's Patent Infringement Claims Based on the Accused Networx
Applications Pursuant to 28.U.S.C. Section 1498, filed by Defendant
QWEST. (Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 4/16/2009 (TRG).
Modified on 4/23/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

|

-
F

0.57MB

DECLARATION of J. Manena Bishop in Support of 601 SEALED
Memorandum in Support re 600 Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment to Bar Centillion Data Systems, LLC and CTI Group
(Holdings), Inc.'s Patent Infringement Claims Based on the Accused
Networx Applications Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 1498.
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 10 to Bishop Decl. - Qwest Press Release,
# 2 Exhibit 11 to Bishop Decl. - Qwest Press Release: Qwest
Selected for $20 Billion U.S. Govt Networx Ent. Contract, dated
5/31/07, # 3 Exhibit 14 to Bishop Decl. - Copies of Correspondence
Betw. J. Manena Bishop and Michael White of Blank Rome LLP)
(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 4/16/2009 (TRG). (Entered:
04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

603

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 636 DATED 4/23/2009%**
SEALED Exhibits to 602 Declaration of J. Manena Bishop re 601
SEALED Memorandum in Support re 600 ISO Qwest Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment, filed by Defendant QWEST.
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 to Bishop Decl. - Letter from GSA Fed.
Tech. Svc. to Industry Partners, May 5, 2005, # 2 Exhibit 2a to
Bishop Decl. - Solicitation, Offer & Award form for Networx Univ,,
May 6, 2005, # 3 Exhibit 2b to Bishop Decl. - Solicitation, Offer &
Award form for Networx Enterprise, May 6, 2005, # 4 Exhibit 3a to
Bishop Decl. - Section J.12, Ordering & Biling Data Elements of the
Networx Univ. Req. for Proposal, Nov. 15, 2006, # 5 Exhibit 4a to
Bishop Decl. - Section C.3.6.1.2, Direct Billing Functional
Requirements of the Networx Univ. RFP, Nov. 15, 2006, # 6 Exhibit
4b to Bishop Decl. - Section C.3.6.1.2 Direct Billing Functional
Requirements of the Networx Ent. RFP, May 6, 2005, # 7 Exhibit 5
to Bishop Decl. - Section I, Clauses Incorporated by Reference of the
Networx Univ. RFP, May 6, 2005, # 8 Exhibit 6 to Bishop Decl. -
Section I, Clauses Incorporated by Reference of the Networx Ent.
RFP, Dec. 23,2006, # 9 Exhibit 7 to Bishop Decl. - Revised Proposal
to GSA: Networx Univ., Dec. 13, 2006, # 10 Exhibit 8 to Bishop
Decl. - Revised Proposal to GSA: Networx Ent., March 5, 2007, # 11
Exhibit 9a to Bishop Decl. - Networx Univ. Final Revised Proposal,
section 3.10.1.1 Responses to Narrative Requirements, Dec. 13,
2006, # 12 Exhibit 9b to Bishop Decl. - Networx Ent. Final Revised

Proposal, section 3.10.1.1 Response to Narrative Requirements, _
March 5, 2007, # 13 Exhibit 12a to Bishop Decl. - Section H, Type &

Terms of Contract of the Networx Univ. Contract, # 14 Exhibit 12b

to Bishop Decl. - Section H, Type & Terms of Contract of the

Networx Ent. Contract, # 15 Exhibit 13 to Bishop Decl. - QCC's
Tenth Suppl. Responses to Centillion's First Set of Rogs, April 22,
2008 at 32, # 16 Exhibit 15 to Bishop Decl. - GSA Memorandum re
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Networx Univ., Aug. 29, 2007, # 17 Exhibit 16 to Bishop Decl. -
Standard Form 26 for the Networx Ent. Contract, May 31, 2007)
(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 4/16/2009 (TRG). Modified on
4/23/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

21,28KB

***DISREGARD DUE TO INCORRECT FILING - SEE 631
AMENDED MOTION*#** MOTION to Seal Document 601
SEALED Memorandum re 600 Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment to Bar Centillion and CTI Group's Patent Infringement
Claims Based on the Accused Networx Applications Pursuant to 28
U.S.C. Section 1498 AND 603 SEALED Exhibits, filed by
Defendant QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 4/16/2009 (TRG). Modified on
4/20/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

AN
(]
w

22.81KB

MOTION for Summary Judgment of Invalidity of the 270 Patent,
filed by Defendant QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed
Order)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 4/16/2009 (TRG). (Entered:
04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

(o)}
o
N

|

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 635 *** SEALED Qwest's
Memorandum in Support of 605 Motion for Summary Judgment of -
Invalidity of the '270 Patent, filed by Defendant QWEST. (Belusko,
Vincent) Modified on 4/16/2009 (TRG). Modified on 4/20/2009
(TRG). (Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

()Y
(]
~1

*+*SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 635 *** SEALED Exhibits
to 608 Decl. of Adam J. LaVier re 605 ISO Qwest's Motion for
Summary Judgment of Invalidity of the 270 Patent, re 606 SEALED
Brief in Support of Motion, filed by Defendant QWEST.
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 7 to LaVier Decl. - COBRA demonstration
video, 11-3-08, # 2 Exhibit 8 to LaVier Decl. - Excerpts from Bruce
Whitman depo., 2-11-09, # 3 Exhibit 9 to LaVier Decl. - Excerpts
from James Coyle Depo., 12-11-08, # 4 Exhibit 10 to LaVier Decl. -
Excerpts from Ed Varley depo., 12-15-08, # 5 Exhibit 11 to LaVier
Decl. - Excerpts from Michael Graves depo., Vol. 1, 11-24-08, # 6
Exhibit 14 to LaVier Decl. - Excerpts from Michael Graves depo.,
Vol. 2, 12-9-08, # 7 Exhibit 15 to LaVier Decl. - COBRA Operator's
Manual, 8-14-87, # 8 Exhibit 16 to LaVier Decl. - Proposal for
COBRA, 3-6-87, # 9 Exhibit 17 to LaVier Decl. - Memo re "Cipher
990 tape unit for COBRA project, 3-23-87, # 10 Exhibit 18 to LaVier
Decl. - Excerpts from Michael Graves depo., Vol. 3, 12-9-08, # 11
Exhibit 19 to LaVier Decl. - Resume of Michael Graves, # 12 Exhibit
20 to LaVier Decl. - "COBRA a Bundle of Customer Benefits," 4-17-
87, # 13 Exhibit 21 to LaVier Decl, - "COBRA - Trial Customer -
documentation release 2.0," 10-28)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on
4/16/2009 (TRG). Modified on 4/20/2009 (TRG). (Entered:
04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

DECLARATION of Adam LaVier re 606 SEALED Brief in Support
re 605 ISO Motion for Summary Judgment of Invalidity of the 270
Patent, filed by QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 to LaVier Decl.
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7.63MB

- US Patent No. 5,287,270, # 2 Exhibit 2 to LaVier Decl. - Office
Action re prosecution of '270 Patent, # 3 Exhibit 3 to LaVier Decl. -
Examiner Interview Summary Record re prosecution of 270 Patent,
5-27-93, # 4 Exhibit 4 to LaVier Decl. - Robin Loyed Decl. re
prosecution of 270 Patent, # 5 Exhibit 5 to LaVier Decl. -
Amendment re prosecution of the ‘270 Patent, 6-30-93, # 6 Exhibit 6
to LaVier Decl. - Notice of Allowability re prosecution of 270
Patent, # 7 Exhibit 12 to LaVier Decl. - TRACE demonstration
package, 11-87, # § Exhibit 13 to LaVier Decl. - excerpts from the
Jack Grimes, Vol. 2, 4-1-09, # 9 Exhibit 23 to LaVier Decl. -
Publication from the Proceedings of National Communications
Forum, Oct. 3,.4, 5,1988, # 10 Exhibit 24 to LaVier Decl. - Article
entitled "Electronic Billing 101," 3-20-95, # 11 Exhibit 26 to LaVier
Decl. - Centillion's Obj. and Resp. to Qwest's 2nd Amended 1st RFA,
12-22-08)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 4/16/2009 (TRG).
(Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/15/2009 -

\O

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 635 *** SEALED
Additional Exhibits re 608 Decl. of Adam J. LaVier re 606 SEALED
Brief in Support of 605 ISO Qwest's Motion for Summary Judgment
of Invalidity, filed by Defendant QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
22 to LaVier Decl. - "TRACE Conversion System Design
Specification, 12-87, # 2 Exhibit 25 to LaVier Decl. - Brochure from
4th Annual Tech. Excellence Program Awards Dinner, 5-25-88, # 3
Exhibit 27 to LaVier Decl. - Table re enumerated factual assertions
and citations to supporting evidence)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on
4/16/2009 (TRG). Modified on 4/20/2009 (TRG). (Entered:
04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

N
()]

g

26.67KB

MOTION to Seal Document 609 SEALED Exhibit, 607 SEALED
Exhibit, and 606 SEALED Brief in Support of Qwest's Summary
Judgment of Invalidity of the '270 Patent and Certain Exhibits to the
Decl. of Adam J, LaVier in Support Thereof, filed by Defendant
QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko,
Vincent) Modified on 4/16/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

(@)
—

7]
s

11.64KB

NOTICE of Filing Notice of Manual Filing of Exh. 7 to Decl. of
Adam J. LaVier ISO Qwest's Motion for Summary Judgment of
Invalidity by QWEST (Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

N
[\

11.55KB

NOTICE of Filing Notice of Manual Filing of Exh. 12 to the Decl. of
Adam J. LaVier ISO Qwest's Motion for Summary Judgment of
Invalidity by QWEST (Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

(@)
|98

|

136.92KB

MOTION for Partial Summary Judgmertit That None Of The Claims
Of The '270 Patent Is Anticipated By Cobra Or Trace, filed by
Consol Defendant CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

N
LN

|

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 633 *** SEALED
PLAINTIFFS CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS' AND CTI

AlS5




GROUP'S MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 613 MOTION FOR
PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT THAT NONE OF THE
CLAIMS OF THE 270 PATENT IS ANTICIPATED BY COBRA
OR TRACE, filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS)
INC,, Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 -- Letter from V. Belusko to M. White et
al., dated January 21, 2008, # 2 Exhibit 2 -- Qwest Corp.s Fourteenth
Supplemental Responses to Plaintiffs First Interrogatories, # 3
Exhibit 3 -- Supplemental Report by Steven R. Kursh, dated Feb. 18,
2009, # 4 Exhibit 4 -- Graves invoices, # 5 Exhibit 5 -- The 270
patent, # 6 Exhibit 6 -- Google Patents page for the 270 patent, # 7
Exhibit 7 -- Examiner Interview Summary Record, App. Ser. No.
07/984,374, dated May 27, 1993, # 8 Exhibit § -- Amendment, App.
Ser. No. 07/984,374, dated June 30, 1993, # 9 Exhibit 9 -- Whitman
Deposition, excerpts, # 10 Exhibit 10 -- Graves Deposition (Nov. 24,
2008), excerpts, # 11 Cover Sheet for Sealed Document 11 -- Graves
Deposition (Dec. 9, 2008 vol. 1), excerpts, # 12 Exhibit 12 -- VZ
CENT GRAVES 00001-3, 6-7, # 13 Exhibit 13 -- Varley Deposition,
excerpts, # 14 Exhibit 14 -- Coyle Deposition, excerpts, # 15 Exhibit
15 -- Dr. Kursh Deposition, # 16 Exhibit 16 -- VZ CENT QWEST
00029-30, # 17 Exhibit 17 -- VZ CENT QWEST 00043 TRACE
Demo printout of portions of SMDR.dbf file, # 18 Exhibit 18 -- VZ
CENT QWEST 00043 TRACE Demo printout of portions of
TOLL.dbf file, # 19 Exhibit 19 -- Dr. Walton Depo. at 223:1-10, # 20
Exhibit 20 -- Dr, Kursh Rebuttal Report, 145)(Fowler, Phillip)
Modified on 4/16/2009 (TRG). Modified on 4/20/2009 (TRG).
(Entered: 04/15/2009)

N
W

150.43KB

MOTION to Seal Document 614 SEALED BRIEF AND EXHIBITS
OFFERED IN SUPPORT OF 613 MOTION FOR PARTIAL
SUMMARY JUDGMENT THAT NONE OF THE CLAIMS OF
THE 270 PATENT IS ANTICIPATED BY COBRA OR TRACE,
filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC.,
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 4/16/2009
(TRG). (Entered: 04/15/2009) '

(@
N

|

[33.84KB

MOTION for Partial Summary Judgment Of Infringement, filed by
Consol Defendant CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 04/15/2009)

(@)Y
~1

16.96KB

MOTION for Summary Judgment of Noninfringement, filed by
Defendant QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 4/16/2009 (TRG). (Entered:
04/15/2009)

(@2
o0

|

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 637 DATED 4/23/2009***
SEALED Qwest's Memorandum in Support of 617 Motion for
Summary Judgment, filed by Defendant QWEST. (Belusko, Vincent)

Modified on 4/16/2009 (TRG). Modified on 4/23/2009 (TRG).
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(Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

{@)}
—
\O

|

6.84MB

DECLARATION of Vincent J. Belusko re 618 SEALED Brief in
Support of 617 ISO Qwest's Motion for Summary Judgment of
Noninfringement. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 to Belusko Decl. -
USP 5,287,270, # 2 Exhibit 9 to Belusko Decl. - Excerpts from Brilz
Depo., 12/10/04, # 3 Exhibit 10 to Belusko Decl. - Excerpts of eBill
Companion 1.0 User Manual)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on
4/16/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

IO\
[\
[l

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 637 DATED 4/23/2009%**
SEALED Declaration of Venkat Ashok re 618 SEALED Brief in
Support of 617 Motion for Summary Judgment of Noninfringement,
filed by Defendant QWEST. (Belusko, Vincent) Modified on
4/16/2009 (TRG). Modified on 4/23/2009 (TRG). (Entered:
04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 637 DATED 4/23/2009***
SEALED Exhibits to 620 SEALED Declaration of Vincent Belusko
re 618 SEALED Brief in Support of 617 ISO Qwest's Motion for
Summary Judgment of Noninfringement, filed by Defendant
QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 2 to Belusko Decl, - Excerpts
from depo. of V. Ashok, 11/19, 20, 21/2008, # 2 Exhibit 3 to Belusko
Decl. - eBill Companion FAQ, # 3 Exhibit 4 to Belusko Decl. -
Excerpts of J. Grimes Depo., 3/13/09, # 4 Exhibit 5 to Belusko Decl.
- Excerpts of V, Ashok Depo., 4/26/2006, # 5 Exhibit 6 to Belusko
Decl. - Expert Report of J. Grimes & Attached Claim Charts,
1/8/2009, # 6 Exhibit 7 to Belusko Decl. - Expert Report of V.
Thomas, 1/8/2009, # 7 Exhibit 8 to Belusko Decl. - Centillion's
Suppl. Rog Responses to Rog 9 & Attached Claim Charts,
12/23/2008, # § Exhibit 11 toBelusko Decl. - Technology Overview
of Qwest Control Application, # 9 Exhibit 12 to Belusko Decl. -
Qwest Press Release "Qwest Enhances Self-Serve Portal," etc., # 10
Exhibit 13 to Belusko Decl. - Excerpts of V. Ashok Depo., 3/1/2007,
# 11 Exhibit 14 to Belusko Decl. - Qwest Info Technologies
Customer Billing Svcs Organization, etc., # 12 Exhibit 15 to Belusko
Decl. - Qwest Control eBilling High Level System Diagram)
(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 4/16/2009 (TRG). Modified on
4/23/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

622

26.43KB

**#*DISREGARD DUE TO INCORRECT FILING - SEE 632
AMENDED MOTION*** MOTION to Seal Document 620
SEALED Declaration of Venkat Ashok, 618 SEALED Memorandum
in Support, 621 SEALED Exhibits, filed by Defendant QWEST.
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent)
Modified on 4/16/2009 (TRG). Modified on 4/20/2009 (TRG).
(Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

623

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 634 *** SEALED BRIEF in
Support of §16 MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT
OF INFRINGEMENT, filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC,, Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,

Al57




LLC. (Attachments; # 1 Exhibit 1A -- 1.270 Patent, # 2 Exhibit 1B --
1.270 Patent, # 3 Exhibit 2 -- 2.Ashok Deposition Transcript excerpts
(Ashok Depo. II), Nov. 19, 2008, # 4 Exhibit 3 -- 3.Qwest Control
eBilling High Level System Diagram (including eBilling, EBC, LEC
Data File CSR), version 2 (Sept. 21, 2005) (QCC-579227),# 5
Exhibit 4A -- 4.eBill Companion 1.0 User Manual (Feb. 2004)
(QCC-005285-508) [specific pages cited], # 6 Exhibit 4B -- 4.eBill
Companion 1.0 User Manual (Feb. 2004) (QCC-005285-508)
[specific pages cited], # 7 Exhibit 5 -- 5.Qwest Pricing Overview,
Version 3.0, 8 (rev. July 13, 2004) (QCC-2941499-529) [specific
pages cited are QCC-2941506-07], # 8 Exhibit 6 -- 6.Qwest Billing
Stream Overview (rev. June 29, 2001) (QCC-341761-82) [specific
page cited is page QCC-341764, 341772-73, 341777]], # 9 Exhibit 7
-- 7.Ashok Deposition Transcript excerpts (Ashok Depo. I) (Mar. 1,
2007), # 10 Exhibit 8 -- 8.Billing Data Server (BDS) (QCC 617931-
37))(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 4/16/2009 (TRG). Modified on
4/20/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

624

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 634 *** SEALED
Continuation of Exhibits re 623 BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 616
MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF
INFRINGEMENT, filed by Consol Defendant CI'TI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC., Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 9 -- 9.eBC Back Office Support
Document (QCC-1562980-82) [specific page cited is QCC-1562980-
81], # 2 Exhibit 10 -- 10.E-Mail from Christinia Nichols to Venkat
Tatineni, et al.,, LATIS and Mediation Server Info, with attachment
(June 19, 2006) (QCC-1494695-99), # 3 Exhibit 11 -- 11.LATIS
(LCI Advanced Telecommunications Information System),
Production Disaster Recovery Plan (rev. Apr. 20, 2005) (QCC-
2958936-64) [specific page cited is QCC-2958947], # 4 Exhibit 12 -
12.Ashok Dep. Transcript Excerpts (Ashok Depo. III), Nov. 20,
2008, # 5 Exhibit 13 -- 13.eBC (Ebc Back Office) (QCC-1548238-
40) [specific page cited is QCC-1548240], # 6 Exhibit 14 -
14.Diagram showing BDS, EBC Back Office and Qwest Control
(QC-661344), # 7 Exhibit 15A -- 15.Qwest Alternate Media Support
Group Training Manual (May 1, 2003) (QCC-761455-644) [specific
page cite is 761566])(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 4/16/2009 (TRG).
Modified on 4/20/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

***¥SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 634 *** SEALED
Continuation of Exhibits re 623 BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 616
MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF
INFRINGEMENT, filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC., Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 15B -- 15.Qwest Alternate Media
Support Group Training Manual (May 1, 2003) (QCC-761455-644)
[specific page cite is 761566], # 2 Exhibit 15C -- 15.Qwest Alternate
Media Support Group Training Manual (May 1, 2003) (QCC-
761455-644) [specific page cite is 761566], # 3 Exhibit 15D --
15.Qwest Altenate Media Support Group Training Manual (May 1,
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2003) (QCC-761455-644) [specific page cite is 761566])(Fowler,
Phillip) Modified on 4/16/2009 (TRG). Modified on 4/20/2009
(TRG). (Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

N

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 634 *** SEALED
Continuation of Exhibits re 623 BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 616
MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF
INFRINGEMENT, filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC., Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 16 -- 16.eBill Companion 1.0
Technical Reference (Aug. 2002) (QCC-005057-68) [specific pages
cited are 005058-61], # 2 Exhibit 17 -- 17.State of Arizona, Dept of
Admin., Info. Services Div., Electronic File Requirements, Response
form eBill Companion 9¢BC) perspective (Nov. 8,2004) (QCC-
390250-51), # 3 Exhibit 18 -- 18.E-Mail exchange between Venkot
Ashok and Keith Brummet (Dec. 2002) (QCC-621705-06), # 4
Exhibit 19 -- 19.Solution Strategy for: CRIS CSR and Billing Data to
eBC (Wells Fargo Interim Solution) (Dec. 5, 2003) (QC-351878-80),
# 5 Exhibit 20 -- 20.Document excerpt entitled, 3.2 Billing (QCC-
356462-74), # 6 Exhibit 21 -- 21.E-Mail exchange between Becky
Groves and Teresa Wilson (Feb. 3, 2005) (QCC-0837208-11), # 7
Exhibit 22 -- 22.E-Mail from Cherry Archuleta to Becky Groves
(Aug. 19, 2005) (QCC-0844772), # 8 Exhibit 23 -- 23 .E-Mail from
Landa Rogers to Regina Simonek (Apr. 16, 2003) (QCC-1540834-
36), # 9 Cover Sheet for Sealed Document 24 -- 24 E-Mail from
Colleen Hilleary to Pete Patel, et al. (June 7, 2007) (QCC-1536451-
53), # 10 Exhibit 25 -- 25.E-Mail from Tami Eickstaedt to Chris
Stoeber (Mar. 25, 2005) (QCC-1526903), # 11 Exhibit 26 --
26.Project Requirement Form (Dec. 2, 2002) (QCC-2384580-82), #
12 Exhibit 27 -- 27.Alternate Medias Mandatory Requirements for
eBC Registration (QCC-384987-88), # 13 Exhibit 28 -- 28.eBC
Wells Fargo Design Proposal (QCC-1534321-24), # 14 Exhibit 29 --
29.eBill Companion FAQs (updated Feb. 2003) (QCC-005534-38), #
135 Exhibit 30 - 30.0ut-of-Region EBC High Level System Flow 06-
18-2003 (QCC-574951), # 16 Exhibit 31 -- 31.Qwest eBill
Companion (Feb. 2003) (QCC-005509), # 17 Exhibit 32A --
32.Qwest eBill Companion 1.0 User Manual (Aug. 2002) (QCC-
137095-349) [page cited is 137181 & 84], # 18 Exhibit 32B --
32.Qwest eBill Companion 1.0 User Manual (Aug. 2002) (QCC-
137095-349) [page cited is 137181 & 84])(Fowler, Phillip) Modified
on 4/16/2009 (TRG). Modified on 4/20/2009 (TRG). (Entered:
04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

~

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 634 *** SEALED
Continuation of Exhbits re 623 BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 616
MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT OF
INFRINGEMENT, filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC., Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 33 ~- 33.Compendium of architecture
diagrams, # 2 Exhibit 34 -- 34.Table of ascii text files distributed to
data only customers (QCC-352793-802) [Specific page cite 352793],
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# 3 Exhibit 35 -- 35.Table of ascii text files distributed to data-only
customers (QCC-352873-801), # 4 Exhibit 36 -- 36.E-Mail from
Travis Richardson to Ryan Keller (Jan. 5, 2006) (QCC-1659984-89))
(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 4/16/2009 (TRG). Modified on
4/20/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/15/2009

N
[\
0

|

148,10KB

MOTION to Seal Document 623 SEALED Brief in Support of 616
MOTION for Partial Summary Judgment of Infringement, 626
SEALED Exhibits, 627 SEALED Exhibits, 625 SEALED Exhibits,
624 SEALED Exhibits, filed by Consol Defendant CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC,, Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip)
Modified on 4/16/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 04/15/2009)

04/16/2009

629

Submission of Exh. 7 (DVD) to 608 Decl. of Adam J. LaVier re 605
ISO Qwest's Motion for Summary Judgment of Invalidity, filed by
Counter Defendants QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION, Defendant QWEST,
Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (TRG) (Entered:
04/17/2009)

04/16/2009

630

Submission of Exh. 12 (CD-ROM) to the 608 Decl. of Adam J.
LaVier 605 ISO Qwest's Motion for Summary Judgment of
Invalidity, filed by Counter Defendants QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION, Defendant
QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (TRG) (Entered:
04/17/2009)

04/17/2009

N
(O8]
—

39.67KB

Amended MOTION to Seal Document 601 SEALED Memorandum
in Support, 603 SEALED Exhibit, filed by Defendant QWEST.
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent)
Modified on 4/20/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 04/17/2009)

04/17/2009

N
S
(e

40,88KB

Amended MOTION to Seal Document 620 SEALED Declaration of
Venkat Ashok, 618 SEALED Memorandum in Support, 621
SEALED Exhibits, filed by Defendant QWEST. (Attachments: # 1
Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 4/20/2009
(TRG). (Entered: 04/17/2009)

04/17/2009

(@)
(OS]
w

|

93.88KB

ORDER granting 615 Motion to Seal Document 614 SEALED
Memorandum in Support. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on
4/17/2009. (TRG) (Entered: 04/20/2009)

04/17/2009

N
(Vo)
N

93.28KB

ORDER granting 628 Motion to Seal Documents 623 SEALED Brief
in Support, 626 SEALED Exhibits, 627 SEALED Exhibits, 625
SEALED Exhibits, 624 SEALED Exhibits. Signed by Judge Larry J.
McKinney on 4/17/2009. (TRG) (Entered: 04/20/2009)

04/17/2009

N
(O8]
wn

|

33.43KB

ORDER granting 610 Motion to Seal Documents 609 SEALED
Exhibits, 607 SEALED Exhibits, 606 SEALED Brief in Support.
Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 4/17/2009. (TRG) (Entered:
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04/20/2009)

04/23/2009

fw Y
(V8]
(@)

|

34.45KB

ORDER granting 631 Motion to Seal Document 601 SEALED
Memorandum in Support and 603 SEALED Exhibits. Signed by
Judge Larry J. McKinney on 4/23/2009. (TRG) (Entered:
04/23/2009)

04/23/2009

(@)
~

34.27KB

ORDER granting 632 Motion to Seal Documents 620 SEALED
Declaration of Venkat Ashok, 618 SEALED Memorandum in
Support, and 621 SEALED Exhibits. Signed by Judge Larry J.
McKinney on 4/23/2009. (TRG) (Entered: 04/23/2009)

04/30/2009

[9))
[WS)
o

76.89KB

RESPONSE to Motion re 597 MOTION to Dismiss Consolidated
Plaintiffs Qwest Corp. and Qwest Communications Corp.'s Motion to
Dismiss CTI Group's Counterclaim and Request to Voluntarily
Dismiss Their Claims against CTI Group Holdings, filed by Counter
Claimant CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., Consol Defendant CITI
GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC.. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 04/30/2009)

05/01/2009

N
\US]
\O

|

28.78KB

ORDER - Granting 597 MOTION to Dismiss CTI Group's
Counterclaim and Request to Voluntarily Dismiss Their Claims
against CTI Group Holdings. CTIG's counterclaims against Qwest
shall be dismissed, and upon such dismissal, Qwest's claims for
declaratory relief against CTIG shall also be dismissed. Signed by
Judge Larry J. McKinney on 5/1/2009.(TRG) (Entered: 05/01/2009)

05/14/2009

*+*SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 649 DATED 5/15/2009***
SEALED Qwest's Response in Opposition to Centillion's 613 Motion
for Partial Summary Judgment That None Of The Claims Of The
270 Patent Is Anticipated By COBRA Or TRACE, filed by
Defendant QWEST; Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko,
Vincent) Modified on 5/15/2009 (TRG). Modified on 5/15/2009
(TRG). (Entered: 05/14/2009)

05/14/2009

N
—

63.40KB

DECLARATION of Adam J. LaVier in support re 640 SEALED
Response in Opposition to 613 Centillion's Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment That None of the Claims of the 270 Patent is
Anticipated by COBRA or TRACE. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit D to
LaVier Decl. - Article by Bruce Gates "Monitoring System to help
firm control phone costs")(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 5/15/2009
(TRG). (Entered: 05/14/2009)

05/14/2009

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 649 DATED 5/15/2009***
SEALED Exhibits to the 641 Declaration of Adam J. LaVier re 640
SEALED Response in Opposition to Centillion's 613 Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment That None Of The Claims Of The 270
Patent Is Anticipated By COBRA Or TRACE. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit A to LaVier Decl. - Bruce Whitman Depo. Excerpts,
2/11/2009, # 2 Exhibit B to LaVier Decl. - James Coyle Depo.
Excerpts, 12/11/2008, # 3 Exhibit C to LaVier Decl. - Ed Varley
Depo. Excerpts, 12/15/2008, # 4 Exhibit E to Lavier Decl. - Michael
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Graves Depo. Excerpts, 12/9/2008, # 5 Exhibit F to LaVier Decl. -
Michael Graves Depo. Excerpts, 11/24/2008, # 6 Exhibit G to LaVier
Decl. - Subcontract Agmnt. betw. Brandon Consulting and Michael
Graves, 11/3/1986, # 7 Exhibit H to LaVier Decl. - Michael Graves
Depo. Excerpts, Vol. 2, 12/9/2008)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on
5/15/2009 (TRG). Modified on 5/15/2009 (TRG). (Entered:
05/14/2009) .

05/14/2009

643

25,53KB

MOTION to Seal Document 640 SEALED Qwest's Response in
Opposition to Centillion's 613 Motion for Partial Summary Judgment
That None Of The Claims Of The '270 Patent Is Anticipated By
COBRA Or TRACE, filed by Defendant QWEST and 642 SEALED
Exhibits to the 641 Declaration of Adam J, LaVier, filed by
Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 5/15/2009
(TRG). (Entered: 05/14/2009)

05/14/2009

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 650 DATED.5/15/2009%**
SEALED Qwest's Response in Opposition to 616 Centillion's Motion
for Partial Summary Judgment of Infringement, filed by Defendant
QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent)
Modified on 5/15/2009 (TRG). Modified on 5/15/2009 (TRG).
Modified on 5/15/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 05/14/2009)

05/14/2009

F]

13.14KB

DECLARATION of E. Dale Buxton II re 644 ISO Qwest's Response
in Opposition to 616 Centillion's Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment of Infringement by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko,
Vincent) Modified on 5/15/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 05/14/2009)

05/14/2009

[@)Y
>
N

|

#*#*SEALED PURSUANT TO 650 ORDER DATED 5/15/2009***
SEALED Declaration of Venkat Ashok re 644 SEALED Response in
Opposition to Centillion's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment of
Infringement, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 5/15/2009 (TRG).
Modified on 5/15/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 05/14/2009)

05/14/2009

**+*SEALED PURSUANT TO 650 ORDER DATED 5/15/2009%**
SEALED Exhibits re 645 Declaration of E. Dale Buxton II re 644

| SEALED Qwest's Response in Opposition to 616 Centillion's Motion

for Partial Summary Judgment of Infringement, filed by Defendant
QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
1, Part 1, to Buxton Decl. - Brad Walton Depo. Excerpts, 3/20/2009,
# 2 Exhibit 1, Part 2, to Buxton Decl. - Brad Walton Depo. Excerpts,
3/20/2009, # 3 Exhibit 2 to Buxton Decl. - eBill Companion FAQ), #
4 Exhibit 3 to Buxton Decl. - Venkat Ashok Depo. Excerpts, 11/19,
20, and 21,2008, # 5 Exhibit 4 to Buxton Decl. - Jack Grimes Depo.
Excerpts, 3/13/2009, # 6 Exhibit 5 to Buxton Decl. - Email from R.

Al62




Groves to T. Logan and J. Whitaker, # 7 Exhibit 6 to Buxton Decl. -
eBC Data File Layout (QCC-1565582-5590), # 8 Exhibit 7 to Buxton
Decl. - Centillion's Suppl. Answers to QCC Rogs 1-21, # 3 Exhibit 8
to Buxton Decl. - Expert Report of Jack Grimes with attached Exh. 2,
# 10 Exhibit 9 to Buxton Decl. - Venkat Ashok Depo. Excerpts,
4/26/2006, # 11 Exhibit 10, Part 1, to Buxton Decl. - Prior Art Cited
on '270 Patent (multiple QCC documents), # 12 Exhibit 10, Part 2, to
Buxton Decl. - Prior Art Cited on '270 Patent (multiple QCC
documents).pdf, # 13 Exhibit 11 to Buxton Decl. - Decl. of Daniel
Briere and July 6, 1993 Amendment, # 14 Exhibit 12 to Buxton Decl.
- Expert Rebuttal Report of Brad Walton, page 22)(Belusko, Vincent)
Modified on 5/15/2009 (TRG). Modified on 5/15/2009 (TRG).
(Entered: 05/14/2009)

05/14/2009

N
00

|

29,99KB

MOTION to Seal Documents 647 SEALED Exhibits to the
Declaration of E. Dale Buxton II, 644 SEALED Qwest's Response in
Opposition to 616 Centillion's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment
of Infringement, and 646 SEALED Declaration of Venkat Ashok,
filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 5/15/2009 (TRG). (Entered:
05/14/2009)

05/15/2009

31.02KB

ORDER granting 643 Motion to Seal Document - 640 SEALED
Qwest's Response in Opposition to Centillion's 613 Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment That None Of The Claims Of The 270
Patent Is Anticipated By COBRA Or TRACE and 642 SEALED
Exhibits to 641 Declaration of Adam J. LaVier are hereby SEALED.
Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 5/15/2009. (TRG) Modified
on 5/15/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 05/15/2009)

05/15/2009

(@)Y
(]

30.80KB

ORDER granting 648 Motion to Seal Document - 647 SEALED
Exhibits re 645 Declaration of E. Dale Buxton II, 644 SEALED
Qwest's Response in Opposition to 616 Centillion's Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment of Infringement, and 646 SEALED
Declaration of Venkat Ashok are hereby SEALED. Signed by Judge
Larry J. McKinney on 5/15/2009. (TRG) (Entered: 05/15/2009)

05/18/2009

(@)
W
—

**#*SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 661 DATED 5/19/2009***
SEALED RESPONSE in Opposition re 600 MOTION for Partial
Summary Judgment to Bar Centillion Data Systems, LLC and CTI
Group (Holdings), Inc.'s Patent Infringement Claims Based on the
Accused Networx Applications Per 28 U.S.C. Section 1498, filed by
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit B -- 3.10 Billing (L.34.2.3.10; M.3.1), dated December 13,
2006, # 2 Exhibit C -- 3.10 Billing (L..34.2.3.10; M.3.1), dated March
5,2007, # 3 Exhibit N -- Draft Networz bid proposal (QCC-384744 -
QCC 384783), # 4 Exhibit O -- E-mail dated November 14, 2005
with attachment(QCC-508026-87; QCC-598059-61), # 5 Exhibit P -
Sepember 21, 2007 letter from Peter Weissman to E. Dale Buxton
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with Infringement Claim Chart, # 6 Exhibit Q -- June 6, 2008 Claim
Chart - U.S. Patent No. 5,287,270)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on
5/19/2009 (TRG). Modified on 5/21/2009 (TRG). (Entered:
05/18/2009) '

N
N

154.72KB

MOTION +to Seal Document 651 Response in Opposition to Motion
and Certain Exhibits, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 05/18/2009)

N
[US)

9.22MB

EXHIBIT in Support of 651 Response in Opposition to Motion re
600 MOTION for Partial Summary Judgment o Bar Centillion Data
Systems, LLC and CTI Group (Holdings), Inc.'s Patent Infringement
Claims Based on the Accused Networx Applications Per 28 U.S.C.
Section 1498 (Part 1), filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A -- Networx Website, #
2 Exhibit D -- Qwest news release, # 3 Exhibit E -- Letter from
Buxton to Weissman, July 27, 2007, # 4 Exhibit F -- Indiana Tariff, #
5 Exhibit G -- Qwest news release, # 6 Exhibit H -- Qwest news
release, # 7 Exhibit I -- Excerpts from 2004 Annual Report, # 8
Exhibit J -- 2005 Annual Report, # 9 Exhibit K -- Excerpts from 2006
Annual Report, # 10 Exhibit L -- Excerpts from 2007 Annual Report)
(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 5/19/2009 (TRG). (Entered:
05/18/2009)

1oN
B

3.15MB

EXHIBIT in Support of 651 Response in Opposition to Motion re
600 MOTION for Partial Summary Judgment to Bar Centillion Data
Systems, LLC and CTI Group (Holdings), Inc.'s Patent Infringement
Claims Based on the Accused Networx Applications Per 28 U.S.C.
Section 1498 (Part 2), filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit M -- Excerpts from
2008 Annual Report, # 2 Exhibit R -- Letter from White to Buxton,
dated January 6, 2009)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 5/19/2009
(TRQ@). (Entered: 05/18/2009) -

wh

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 662 DATED 5/19/2009***
SEALED RESPONSE re 617 MOTION for Summary Judgment
QOwest's Motion for Summary Judgment of Noninfringement
(OPPOSITION), filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A-1 -- Reply Expert Report of Jack
D. Grimes, Ph.D., # 2 Exhibit A-2 -- eBC Infringement Analysis, # 3
Exhibit B -- Depo. of Ashook Venkat (April 26, 2006), # 4 Exhibit C
-- eBill Companion Memo. to Logic Customers, # 5 Exhibit D --
Depo. of Ashook Venkat (March 1, 2007), # 6 Exhibit E -- PIf's
Supp. Answer to Interrog. No. 16, # 7 Exhibit F-1 -- Qwest
Alternative Media Support Group Training Manual, # 8 Cover Sheet
for Sealed Document F-2 -- Qwest Alternative Media Support Group
Training Manual, # 9 Exhibit F-3 -- Qwest Alternative Media
Support Group Training Manual, # 10 Exhibit H -- Qwest eBill
Companion, Feb, 2003, # 11 Exhibit I-1 -- Qwest eBill Companion
1.0 User Manual, Aug. 2002, # 12 Exhibit [-2 -- Qwest eBill
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Companion 1.0 User Manual, Aug. 2002, # 13 Cover Sheet for
Sealed Document J-1 -- Qwest eBill Companion 1.0 User Manual,
Feb. 2004, # 14 Exhibit J-2 -- Qwest eBill Companion 1.0 User
Manual, Feb. 2004, # 15 Exhibit K-1 -- Response to Mississippi
Department of Information Technology Services, # 16 Exhibit K-2 --
Response to Mississippi Department of Information Technology
Services, # 17 Exhibit L -- E-Mail from Reid Hinson to EBC Help,
Jan. 19, 2005, # 18 Exhibit M -- QCC RDF Development, Statement
of Work for RDF Development, # 19 Exhibit N -- Update and
Changes Found in eBill Companion Compared to Logic 2.0, # 20
Exhibit O -- Qwest eBill Companion Technical Documentation, # 21
Exhibit P -- Depo. of Venkat Ashok (Nov. 19, 2008))(Fowler,
Phillip) Modified on 5/21/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 05/18/2009)

05/18/2009

aN
(@)

[t

149.56KB

MOTION to Seal Document 655 SEALED Response to Motion and
Exhibits, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.

(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:

05/18/2009) :

05/18/2009

N
i
~)

|

2.63MB

EXHIBIT in Support of 655 Response in Opposition to Motion re
617 MOTION for Summary Judgment Qwest's Motion for Summary
Judgment of Noninfringement, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit G -- Qwest 2008
Annual Report)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 5/19/2009 (TRG).
(Entered: 05/18/2009)

05/18/2009

(@)Y
1%
oo

148.59KB

MOTION to File Oversized Brief, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 05/18/2009)

05/18/2009

N
W
\D

|

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 664 DATED 5/19/2009%**
SEALED RESPONSE re 605 MOTION for Summary Judgment
Owest's Motion for Summary Judgment of Invalidity of the '270
Patent (Opposition), filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A -- Depo. Of Michael
Graves (Nov. 24, 2008), # 2 Exhibit B -- Depo. Of Bruce Whitman
(Feb. 11, 2009), # 3 Exhibit C -- Depo. Of James P. Coyle (Dec. 11,
2008), # 4 Exhibit D -- Depo. Of Ed Varley (Dec. 15,2008), # 5
Exhibit E -- Declaration of Jack D. Grimes Ph.D., # 6 Exhibit F --
Letter from Buxton to White (October 15, 2008), # 7 Exhibit G --
Email from Khoo to LaVier (October 13, 2008), # 8§ Exhibit H --
Email from LaVier to Khoo (October 14, 2008), # 9 Exhibit I --
Email from Khoo to LaVier (October 15,2008), # 10 Exhibit J --

| Memo to File re COBRA Distribution System Users Guide)(Fowler,

Phillip) Modified on 5/21/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 05/18/2009)

05/18/2009

149.21KB

MOTION to Seal Document 659 SEALED Response to Motion and
Exhibits, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.

(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:

05/18/2009)

05/19/2009

ORDER graﬁting 652 Motion to Seal Document 651 Response in
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95.64KB

Opposition to Motion. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on
5/19/2009, (TRG) (Entered: 05/21/2009)

05/19/2009

N
(@
(\S)

|

93,18KB

ORDER granting 656 Motion to Seal Document 655 SEALED
Response to Motion. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on
5/19/2009. (TRG) (Entered: 05/21/2009)

05/19/2009

N
(@)Y
(W8]

91.89KB

ORDER granting 658 Motion to file Oversized Brief. Centillion is
granted leave to file the oversized Brief in Opposition to Qwest's
Motion for Summary Judgment of Invalidity submitted to the Court
on 5/18/2009, and that said Brief is deemed filed as of that date.
Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 5/19/2009. (TRG) (Entered:
05/21/2009)

05/19/2009

664

=

92.84KB

ORDER granting 660 Motion to Seal Document 659 SEALED
Response to Motion. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on
5/19/2009. (TRG) (Entered: 05/21/2009)

05/29/2009

(@)
N
wh

|

##*SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 671 *** SEALED Reply
Memorandum, re 613 Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed by
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit 21 (Rebuttal Expert Report of Jack D. Grimes - 2/25/09), # 2
Exhibit 22 (Excerpt from Walton Depo.- 3/20/09))(Fowler, Phillip)
Modified on 6/2/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 05/29/2009)

05/29/2009

(@)
(@)Y
[@)Y

|

48.94KB

MOTION to Seal Document 665 SEALED Document (Reply
Memorandum and Exhibits), filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 05/29/2009)

05/29/2009

(@)
-

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 672 *** SEALED Motion to
Sever and Stay Trial of Patent Infringement Claims Based on the
Accused Networx Applications, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 6/2/2009 (TRG). Modified on 6/2/2009
(TRG). (Entered: 05/29/2009)

05/29/2009

N
(@)}
o

48.07KB

MOTION to Seal Document 667 SEALED Document (Motion to
Sever-Stay), filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,

LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered: 05/25/2009)

05/29/2009

N
[*))
\O

**ORDER SEALED PER 673 **SEALED Reply Brief, re 616
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit
37 (Qwest Comm Corp.s 10th Supp. Resp. to Pls. 1st Interrogs., Ex.
A), # (2) Exhibit 38 (Resp. to Req. for Proposal from Miss. Dept of
Info. Tech. Servs. 8/9/05), # (3) Exhibit 39 (Statement of Work for
County of Los Angeles - 1/18/05), # (4) Exhibit 40 (E-Mail chain
Oct.-Nov. 2003), # (5) Exhibit 41 (E-Mail chain Apr. 2003), # (6)
Exhibit 42 (Billing Tools Consolidation Program Status - 3/27/02), #
(7) Exhibit 43 (E-Mail chain re: Converse College - 2/3/03), # (8)
Exhibit 44, Part 1 (Coll. of ltrs to Logic users regarding transition to
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eBC), # (9) Exhibit 44, Part 2 (Coll. of ltrs to Logic users regarding
transition to eBC), # (10) Exhibit 45 (Letter to Walgreens), # (11)
Exhibit 46 (E-Mail from John J, Press - 10/8/02), # (12) Exhibit 47
(QCC 11th Supp. Resp. to Pltf 1st Interrogs. No. 15 - 10/3/08))
(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 6/2/2009 (MAC). (Entered:
05/29/2009)

05/25/2009

48.27KB

MOTION to Seal Document 669 SEALED Document (Reply Brief &
FExhibits), filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
05/29/2009)

06/02/2009

=
(e

48, 74KB

ORDER granting 666 Motion to Seal Document 665 SEALED
Reply. Court shall maintain such documents under seal until further
Order of the Court. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 6/2/2009.
(TRG) (Entered: 06/02/2009)

06/02/2009

43.45KB

ORDER granting 668 Motion to Seal Document 667 SEALED
MOTION to Sever and Stay Trial of Patent Infringement Claims
Based on the Accused Networx Applications. Court shall maintain
such documents under seal until further Order of the Court. Signed
by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 6/2/2009. (TRG) (Entered:
06/02/2009)

06/02/2009

(@)

(W]

£

45.15KB

ORDER granting 670 Motion to Seal Document 669 SEALED
Document. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 6/2/2009. (MAC)
(Entered: 06/02/2009)

06/04/2009

7.82KB

MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney (Adam J. LaVier), filed by
Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 06/04/2009)

06/05/2009

(@)
w

[EI

62,40KB

ORDER granting in part 538 Plaintiff Centillion Data Systems, LLCs
Motion to Strike the Deposition Testimony of Michael Graves or, in
the Alternative, to Compel Discovery; and denying 560 Motion for
Hearing. (See Order) Signed by Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker
Lynch on 6/5/2009. (TMA) (Entered: 06/05/2009)

06/05/2009

[@)}
N

**SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 689 **SEALED REPLY in
support of Motion re 617 MOTION for Summary Judgment Qwest's
Motion for Summary Judgment of Noninfringement, filed by
Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko,
Vincent) Modified on 6/8/2009 (MAC). (Entered: 06/05/2009)

06/05/2009

(@)}
~J

23.50KB

MOTION to Seal Document 676 SEALED Reply in support of 617
Motion, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 6/11/2009 (TRG). (Entered:
06/05/2009)

A167




06/05/2009

(@)
(o]

**SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 690 **SEALED REPLY in
support of Motion re 600 MOTION for Partial Summary Judgment o
Bar Centillion Data Systems, LLC and CTI Group (Holdings), Inc.'s
Patent Infringement Claims Based on the Accused Networx
Applications Per 28 U.S.C. Section 1498, filed by Defendant
QWEST. (Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 6/8/2009 (MAC).
(Entered: 06/05/2009)

06/05/2009

N
\O

|

il

298.90KB

DECLARATION of J. Manena Bishop ir Support of re 678 SEALED
Reply in support of 600 Motion by QWEST. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit A - Code of Federal Regulations at 48 C.F.R. sect. 2.201, # 2
Exhibit B - IRS News Release dated September 24, 2007)(Belusko,
Vincent) Modified on 6/11/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 06/05/2009)

06/05/2009

()Y
law]

|

**SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 690 **SEALED Declaration
of E. Dale Buxton, IT in Support of 678 SEALED Reply in support of
600 Motion, filed by Defendant QWEST. (Belusko, Vincent)
Modified on 6/8/2009 (MAC). Modified on 6/11/2009 (TRG).
(Entered: 06/05/2009)

06/05/2009

[o)

—

**SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 690 **SEALED Declaration
of R. Rucker in Support of re 678 SEALED Reply in support of 600
Motion, filed by Defendant QWEST. (Belusko, Vincent) Modified on
6/8/2009 (MAC). Modified on 6/11/2009 (TRG). (Entered:
06/05/2009)

06/05/2009

()Y
N

**SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 690 **SEALED Declaration
of V. Ashok in Support of 678 SEALED Reply in support of 600
Motion, filed by efendant QWEST. (Belusko, Vincent) Modified on
6/8/2009 (MAC). Modified on 6/11/2009 (TRG). (Entered:
06/05/2009)

06/05/2009

10)
|8

1

35.11KB

MOTION to Seal Document 678 SEALED Reply in support of
Motion, 680 SEALED Document, 681 SEALED Document, 682
SEALED Document, filed by Defendant QWEST. (Attachments: # 1
Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 06/05/2009)

06/05/2009

(@)%
=

**SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 691 **SEALED REPLY in
support of Motion re 605 MOTION for Summary Judgment Owest's
Motion for Summary Judgment of Invalidity of the '270 Patent, filed

by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,

QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko,
Vincent) Modified on 6/8/2009 (MAC). (Entered: 06/05/2009)

06/05/2009

(@)%
oa

27.92KB

ORDER granting 674 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney
Adam J. LaVier withdrawn as of the daté of this order Signed by
Judge Larry J. McKinney on 6/5/2009. (CBU) (Entered: 06/08/2009)

06/06/2009

19)
(9,

#*SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER 691 **SEALED Exhibits to
the Declaration of Dale Buxton ISO Reply re Motion for Summary
Judgment of Invalidity, re 605 Motion for Summary Judgment, 684
SEALED Reply in support of Motion, filed by Defendant QWEST,
Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST

Ale6s8




COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
A to Buxton Decl. - Graves Depo Excerpts, 11/24/2008, # 2 Exhibit
B to Buxton Decl. - Graves Depo Excerpts, 12/9/2008, # 3 Exhibit C
to Buxton Decl. - Whitman Depo Excerpts, 2/11/2009, # 4 Exhibit D
to Buxton Decl. - Coyle Depo Excerpts, 12/11/2008, # 5 Exhibit E to
Buxton Decl. - Varley Depo Excerpts, 12/15/2008)(Belusko,
Vincent) Modified on 6/8/2009 (MAC). (Entered: 06/06/2009)

06/06/2009

(@)}

2.44MB

DECLARATION of E. Dale Buxton II ISO Reply re Motion for
Summary Judgment of Invalidity re 605 Motion for Summary
Judgment, 684 SEALED Reply in support of Motion by QWEST,
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit F to Buxton Decl - Ltr
from LaVier to M. White, 12/23/208, # 2 Exhibit G to Buxton Decl. -
Letter froom D. Fletcher to E. Ngo, 11/7/2008, # 3 Exhibit H to
Buxton Decl, - Exh 10 to Whitman Depo., 2/11/2009, # 4 Exhibit I to
Buxton Decl. - Exh 10 to Whitman Deposition (New England),
2/11/2009, # 5 Exhibit J to Buxton Decl. - Decl. of C. Khoo re Docs
Produced by Verizon, 12/23/2008)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered:
06/06/2009) :

06/06/2009

(@)}
~3

|

26.33KB

MOTION to Seal Document 684 SEALED Reply in support of
Motion, 685 SEALED Document, filed by Defendant QWEST,
Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 06/06/2009)

06/08/2009

N
O

|

31.87KB

ORDER granting 677 Motion to Seal Document 676 SEALED Reply
in support of Motion. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on
6/8/2009. (MAC) (Entered: 06/08/2009)

06/08/2009

N
(e

|

34.35KB

ORDER granting 683 Motion to Seal Document 678 SEALED Reply
in support of Motion, 680 SEALED Document, 681 SEALED
Document, 682 SEALED Document. Signed by Judge Larry J.
McKinney on 6/8/2009. (MAC) (Entered: 06/08/2009)

06/08/2009

—_

32.75KB

ORDER granting 687 Motion to Seal Document 684 SEALED Reply
in support of Motion, 685 SEALED Document. Signed by Judge
Larry J. McKinney on 6/8/2009. (MAC) (Entered: 06/08/2009)

06/15/2009

=AY
[\

*++SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER DATED 6/16/2009***
SEALED Sur-Reply in Opposition, re 600 Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit S (Qwest's Response to
Plaintiff's 4th Requests for Production), # 2 Exhibit T (Qwest's
Response to Plaintiff's 5th Requests for Production))(Fowler, Phillip)
Modified on 6/17/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 06/15/2009)

06/15/2009

(U®)

[N}

49.18KB

MOTION to Seal Document 692 SEALED Document (Sur-Reply in
Opposition), filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered: 06/15/2009)
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o
O
e

#*¥*SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER DATED 6/16/2009***
SEALED Sur-Reply in Opposition, re 605 Motion for Summary
Judgment, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit K (Declaration of Nirav N. Desai))
(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 6/17/2009 (TRG). (Entered:
06/15/2009)

06/15/2009

|

N
\O
N

06/15/2009 MOTION to Seal Document 694 SEALED Document (Sur-reply in
Opposition), filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
a162¢8 | LLC. (Attachments: # ] Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip)

(Entered: 06/15/2009)

N
O
O

06/16/2009 REQUEST for Approval to Provide Michael Graves With

Independent Counsel in Connection with His Deposition in This

Action, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST

_ | CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS

B | CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exchibit A - June 10 Letter from
‘ M. White to D. Buxton, # 2 Exhibit B - June 10 Letter from M. White

to M. Carlson, # 3 Exhibit C - June 11 Letter from D, Buxton to M.

White)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 6/17/2009 (TRG). (Entered:

06/16/2009)

l.

o
O
~3

06/16/2009

|

ORDER granting 693 Motion to Seal Document §92 SEALED

Document. The Court shall maintain such document under seal until
s3.83x8 | further Order of the Court. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on
6/16/2009. (TRG) (Entered: 06/17/2009)

N
(o]

06/16/2009 ORDER granting 695 Motion to Seal Documment §94 SEALED
Document. The Court shall maintain such document under seal until
43.00kB | further Order of the Court. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on

6/16/2009. (TRG) (Entered: 06/17/2009)

O\
O
\O

06/17/2009 RESPONSE in Opposition re 696 MOTION Qwest's Request for
Approval to Provide Michael Graves with Independent Counsel in
Connection with his Deposition in this Action, filed by Consol
89048 | Defendant CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:

06/17/2009)

-
<
<

SCHEDULING ORDER: Pretrial Conference set for 7/21/2009 01:30

PM in room #316 before Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch,
1648 | Signed by Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch on 6/18/2009.
c/m (TMA) (Entered: 06/18/2009)

06/18/2009

~J
o
—

06/18/2009 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC, CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC re 699 Response in
Opposition to Motion Centillion's Opposition to Qwest's Request for
s0.84kB | Approval to Provide Michael Graves with Independent Counsel in
Connection with his Deposition in this Action (Fowler, Phillip)

(Entered: 06/18/2009)

|

2
<
3]

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER DATED 6/23/09***
SEALED Qwest's Opposition to Centillion’s Motion to Sever and

06/18/2009

|
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Stay Trial of Its Patent Infringement Claims Based on the Accused
Networx Applications, re 667 SEALED Motion, filed by Defendant
QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent)
Modified on 6/23/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 06/18/2009)

06/18/2009

NG|
(%)

|

23.36KB

MOTION to Seal Document 702 SEALED Document, filed by
Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 06/18/2009)

06/22/2009

\]
=

|

16.41KB

REPLY in support of 696 ISO Request for Approval to Provide
Michael Graves with Independent Counsel in Connection With His
Deposition in this Action, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol
Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION., (Belusko, Vincent)
Modified on 6/23/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 06/22/2009)

06/22/2009

-~
wn

|

35.80KB

ORDER denying 696 Request to Provide Michael Graves with
Independent Counsel for His Deposition. (See Order.) Signed by
Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch on 6/22/2009. (LH)
(Entered: 06/22/2009)

06/22/2009

-
(@)Y

|

32.75KB

OBJECTION to June 5, 2009 675 Order on Centillion's Motion to
Strike the Deposition Testimony of Michael Graves Or, In the
Alternative, To Compel Discovery, filed by Defendant QWEST,
Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent)
Modified on 6/23/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 06/22/2009)

06/23/2009

NG|
-

|

30,12KB

ORDER granting 703 Motion to Seal Document 702 SEALED
Document. The Court shall maintain such documents under seal until
further order of the Court. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on.
6/23/2009. (TRG) (Entered: 06/23/2009)

06/23/2009

N
(o]

105.83KB

MOTION for Extension of Time to 3 days after the Court issues its
ruling on Qwest's Objections to the Court's Order of June 5, 2009,
filed by Counter Defendants QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION, Defendant QWEST,
Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Riley, James) (Entered: 06/23/2009)

06/24/2009

-~
O

|

77.63KB

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO SUBMIT RESPONSE TO QWEST'S
OBJECTIONS TO JUNE 5, 2009 ORDER, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, re 706 Submission, 675
Order on Sealed MotionOrder on Motion. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
06/24/2009)

06/24/2009

~
O

i

77.26KB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 708 MOTION for Extension of Time to

3 days after the Court issues its ruling on Qwest's Objections to the
Court's Order of June 5, 2009, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 06/24/2009)
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~3
—
fa—y

06/24/2009 REPLY in Support of Motion re 708 MOTION for Extension of
Time to 3 days after the Court issues its ruling on Qwest's Objections
to the Court's Order of June 5, 2009, filed by Defendant QWEST,
1441x8 | Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent)

(Entered: 06/24/2009)

~3
—_
\S]

06/25/2009 ORDER granting 708 Motion for Extension of Time to File. Court
hereby extends the June 25, 2009 deadline for the Submission of
Qwest's report on its election with respect to its use of Michael
37076kB | Graves until 3 days after the Court issues its ruling on Qwest's
Objections to the Court's Order of June 5, 2009. Signed by Judge

Larry J. McKinney on 6/25/2009. (TRG) (Entered: 06/25/2009)

|

06/26/2009

~J
—
(V8]

*#*SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER DATED
6/29/2009***SEALED REPLY in support of Motion re 667
SEALED MOTION to Sever/Stay, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 6/29/2009
(TRG). (Entered: 06/26/2009)

~
iy
N

06/26/2009 MOTION to Seal Document 713 SEALED Reply in support of
[l | Motion (Sever/Stay), filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
47988 | SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)

(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 06/26/2009)

~]
—
W

06/29/2009 ORDER granting 714 Motion to Seal Document 713 SEALED Reply
in support of Motion. The Court shall maintain such document under
48.78k8 | seal until further Order of the Court. Signed by Judge Larry J.-

McKinney on 6/29/2009. (TRG) (Entered: 06/29/2009)

|

07/01/2009

~]
—
(@)Y

SCHEDULING ORDER: The Court, on its own motion, hereby
schedules a Telephonic Status Conference for FRIDAY, JULY 10,

2009, AT 3:30 P.M., EST. Counsel for Plaintiff shall arrange the
30028 | conference call and have all parties on the line prior to calling the
Court. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 7/1/2009.(TRG)
(Entered: 07/01/2009)

07/01/2009

~1
—
~3

_ | MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney (Denise Lane), filed by Plaintiff
126229KB CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
' Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 07/01/2009)

|

~1
s
[vs)

07/02/2009

_ | ORDER vacating July 21, 2009 pretrial conference with magistrate
. KB judge. Signed by Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch on
' 7/2/2009.(LH) (Entered: 07/02/2009)

~J
—
\O

07/02/2009 SEALED Response to Qwest's Objections to June 5, 2009 Order, re
709 Notice (Other), 710 Response in Opposition to Motion, 706
Submission, 675 Order on Sealed MotionOrder on Motion, filed by
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip)

(Entered: 07/02/2009)

|

~1
N
o)

07/02/2009 MOTION to Seal Document 719 SEALED Document Response to

Qwest's Objections to the Magistrate's June 5, 2009 Order, filed by

Al72




138.26KB

Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 07/02/2009)

07/02/2009

-~
—

31,75KB

MOTION to Strike 694 SEALED Document Centillion's Sur-reply In
Opposition to Qwest's Motion for Summary Judgment of Invalidity
Based on the Prior Art COBRA/TRACE System, filed by Defendant
QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 07/02/2009)

07/07/2009

3
[\

fa
I

83.01KB

ORDER granting 720 Motion to Seal Document 719 SEALED
Document. Court shall maintain such document under seal until
further Order of the Court. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on
7/7/2009. (TRG) (Entered: 07/07/2009)

07/07/2009

N

|

119.29KB

ORDER granting 717 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney
Denise Catherine Lane-White withdrawn as counsel for Centillion
Data Systems, LLC. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKmney on
7/7/2009. (TRG) (Entered: 07/07/2009)

07/07/2009

-~
4~

**ORDERED SEAL PER ORDER 727 ***SEALED Opposition to
Qwest's Motion to Strike Portions of Centillion's Sur-Reply, re 721
Motion to Strike, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 7/9/2009 (MAC). (Entered:
07/07/2009)

07/07/2009

~4
B
(%]

136.25KB

MOTION to Seal Document 724 SEALED Document Centillion's
Opposition to Qwest's Motion to Strike Portions of Sur-Reply, filed
by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: #
1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 07/07/2009)

07/07/2009

-~
(@)

|

31.75KB

SCHEDULING ORDER: Status Conference set for 7/10/2009 is
VACATED. Telephonic Status Conference RESET for 7/17/2009 at
10:00 AM before Judge Larry J. McKinney. Signed by Judge Larry J.
McKinney on 7/7/2009.(TRG) (Entered: 07/07/2009)

07/08/2009

83,43KB

ORDER granting 725 Motion to Seal Document 724 SEALED _
Document. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 7/8/2009. (MAC)
(Entered: 07/09/2009)

07/10/2009

3
co

65.96KB

Submission Qwest's Consolidated Objections to 705 June 22, 2009
Order Denying Request to Provide M. Graves with Independent
Counsel, and Reply ISO Qwest's Objections to June 5, 2009 Order on
Centillion's Motion to Strike the Depo. Testimony of M. Graves, filed
by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko,
Vincent) Modified on 7/31/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 07/10/2009)

07/16/2009

~3
Nel

]_

101.88KB

RESPONSE in Opposition to Qwest's Objections to the Magistrate's
June 22, 2009 Order, filed by Counter Claimant CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Counter Defendant CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, Consol Defendant CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
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(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 07/16/2009)

07/17/2009

~
<

|

8.49KB

Minute Entry for status conference held before Judge Larry J.
McKinney on 7/17/2009: Parties appear by counsel for Telephonic
Status Conference to discuss issues pertaining to the trial date of this
matter, the Courts procedure for use of deposition designations at
trial, and the pending motions for summary judgment. (Court
Reporter Cathy Jones.) (TRG) (Entered: 07/17/2009)

07/20/2009

~3
—

|

16.71KB

REPLY in Support of Motion re 721 MOTION to Strike 694
SEALED Document Centillion's Sur-reply In Opposition to Qwest's
Motion for Summary Judgment of Invalidity Based on the Prior Art
COBRA/TRACE System, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol
Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 07/20/2009)

07/24/2009

~
)

71.84KB

NOTICE REGARDING MEDIATION, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
07/24/2009)

07/30/2009

~J

***SEALED PURSUANT TO ORDER DATED
7/30/2009***SEALED Qwest's Reply in Support re 728 Objections
to 705 June 22, 2009 Order Denying Request to Provide Counsel,
filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 7/31/2009 (TRG).
Modified on 8/5/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 07/30/2009)

07/30/2009

-~
g

21.42KB

MOTION to Seal Document 733 SEALED Document, filed by
Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 07/30/2009)

07/30/2009

~3
o

30.29KB

ORDER granting 734 Motion to Seal Document 733 SEATLED
Document. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 7/31/2009. (REO)
(Entered: 08/03/2009)

08/07/2009

~J
(@)

=

34,75KB

SCHEDULING ORDER: Jury Trial set for 9/28/2009 and Final
Pretrial Conference set for 9/11/2009 are VACATED. Final Pretrial
Conference RESET for 11/20/2009 at 10:00 AM in room #204 before
Judge Larry J. McKinney. Jury Trial RESET for 11/30/2009 at 09:30
AM in room #202 before Judge Larry J. McKinney. Signed by Judge
Larry J. McKinney on 8/7/2009.(TRG) (Entered: 08/07/2009)

08/21/2009

~
~3

|

26.00KB

ORDER. For the reasons discussed herein, the Court orders Qwest to
submit evidence in support of its contention that Graves qualifies for
protection under FRCP 26(b)(4)(B) for in camera review on or
before 8/28/2009. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 8/21/20089.
(LBK) (Entered: 08/21/2009)

08/24/2009

~J
oo

|

ORDER - The Court, on its own motion, hereby AMENDS the case
management deadlines set forth in the Court's August 22, 2008,
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29.41KB

Order. Motions in limine shall be filed on or before October 16,
2009. Responses to motions in limine shall be filed by October 30,
2009, with no reply to be filed. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney
on 8/24/2009.(TRG) (Entered: 08/24/2009)

08/28/2009

~J
V%)
\O

|

11.06KB

NOTICE of Delivery of In Camera Submission Pursuant to August
21, 2009 Order, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION, re 737 Order. (Belusko, Vincent) (Entered:
08/28/2009)

08/28/2009

740

Submission of white binder and 2 documents in response to Court's
August 21, 2009 in camera order, filed by Counter Defendants
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION, Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (TRG) (Entered: 08/31/2009)

05/01/2009

~3
N
=

|

177.01KB

OBJECTION (Response To Qwest's Submission Of Documents For
In Camera Review) by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
Related document: 739 Notice (Other) filed by QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION, QWEST, 737 Order. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
Freeman letter to Bishop, dated 08/31/09, # 2 Exhibit Bishop letter to
Freeman, dated 08/31/09)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 09/01/2009)

09/22/2009

56.86KB

ORDER - Centillion's Motion to Sever and Stay Trial of its Patent
Infringement Claims Based on the Accused Networx Applications
(Dkt. No. 667 ) is DENIED AS MOOT. Qwest Communications
International, Inc., defendant/consolidated plaintiff's, Qwest
Corporation, and consolidated plaintiff's, Qwest Communications
Corporation, Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (Dkt. No. 600 )
is GRANTED. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 9/22/2009.
(TRG) (Entered: 09/22/2009)

09/29/2009

~3
Ny
)

44.32KB

ORDER - Centillion's request for an order requiring Qwest to
identify all documents submitted to the Court (Dkt. No. 741 ) is
DENIED. Defendants', Qwest Communications International, Inc., et
al., Objection to the Magistrate Judge's June 5, 2009, Order is
SUSTAINED. Defendants' Objection to the Magistrate Judge's June
22,2009, Order is OVERRULED AS MOOT. Signed by Judge Larry
J. McKinney on 9/29/2009.(TRG) (Entered: 09/29/2009)

09/30/2009

2.995MB

NOTICE of Confirmation of Patent Claims During Reexamination,
filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 -- Ex Parte Reexamination
Communication Transmittal Form, # 2 Exhibit 2 -- Citation Nos.
325-333, # 3 Exhibit 3 -- Citation Nos. 325-333, # 4 Exhibit 4 --
Citation Nos. 393-397, # 5 Exhibit 5 -- Citation Nos. 393-397)
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 09/30/2009)

10/06/2009

‘\1
N
LA

Submission Response to Centillion's Notice of Confirmation of Patent
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Claims During Reexam, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol
Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST

13478 | COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent)

(Entered: 10/06/2009)

-
(o)

10/08/2009 Submission Centillion's Reply in Support of Its Notice of
- Confirmation of Patent Claims During Reexamination (Dkt. 744),
. éMB filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,

' (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 -- Manual of Patent Examining

Procedure Section 724)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 10/08/2009)

10/16/2009

‘\1
~
Q

MOTION in Limine No. 9 to Preclude Centillion from Introducing
Evidence Concerning the Verve Lounge, filed by Defendant QWEST,
Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

16.14KB

3
N
[es)

10/16/2009 BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 747 MOTION in Limine No.
9 to Preclude Centillion from Introducing Evidence Concerning the
Verve Lounge, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS

CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

N

15.97KB

10/16/2009

-
N
\O

DECLARATION of E. Dale Buxton II In Support of Motion in
_ | Limine No. 9 re 747 Motion in Limine by QWEST, QWEST
a EIKB CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS

' CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 to Buxton Decl. -
Walton Resume)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

|

J
(W)
o

10/16/2009 *** SEALED PER 818 ORDER OF 10/26/09 *** Exhibit 2 to the
Declaration of E. Dale Buxton I ISO 747 Motion In Limine No. 9, re
749 Declaration, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 10/19/2009

(TRG). Modified on 10/27/2009 (TMA). (Entered: 10/16/2009)

-
W
—

10/16/2009 MOTION to Seal Document 750 SEALED Document, filed by
Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
2.18x8 | QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #

1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

-~
N
NS

MOTION in Limine No. 5, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol
Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST

2.65k8 | COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

Proposed Order)(Riley, James) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

|

10/16/2009

~
n
Ve

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 752 MOTION in Limine No.
5, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST

2129k8 | CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS

CORPORATION. (Riley, James) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

)
wn
N

10/16/2009 MOTION in Limine No. 7, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol

Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
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23.68KB

COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Riley, James) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

~J
(%)

|

19.70KB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 754 MOTION in Limine No.
7, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Riley, James) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

~J
(@)

|

24.71KB

MOTION in Limine No. 11, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol
Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Riley, James) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

~]
~

15.50KB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 756 MOTION in Limine No.
11, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Riley, James) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

~J
o0

|

¢

24.17KB

MOTION in Limine No. 8, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol
Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Riley, James) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

~J
O

|

20.67KB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 758 MOTION in Limine No,
8, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Riley, James) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

~J
(]

IR

62.68KB

MOTION in Limine No. I Requesting that the Court take Judicial
Notice of the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office’s Confirmation of the
'270 Patent During Reexamination, and that it Instruct the Jury
Accordingly, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered: 10/16/2009)

)

51.79KB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 760 MOTION in Limine No.
1 Requesting that the Court take Judicial Notice of the U.S. Patent
and Trademark Office's Confirmation of the ‘270 Patent During
Reexamination, and that it Instruct the Jury Accordingly, filed by
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered: 10/16/2009)

~J
[\

54.84KB

MOTION in Limine No. 2 To Preclude Qwest from Offering
Testimony Regarding Prior Art References Not Specifically Disclosed
by Qwest Pursuant to the Court's Discovery Order, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

~1

(VA

64,29KB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 762 MOTION in Limine No.
2 To Preclude Qwest from Offering Testimony Regarding Prior Art
References Not Specifically Disclosed by Qwest Pursuant to the
Court's Discovery Order, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 10/16/2009)
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N
o
N

10/16/2009 MOTION in Limine No. 3 To Preclude Evidence of the Financial
_ | Terms of Settiement Agreements Between Centillion and Third
o KB Parties, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
' (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:

10/16/2009)

|

3
(@)
h

10/16/2009 *** SEALED PER 819 ORDER OF 10/26/09 *** Memorandum of
Law in Support of Centillion's Motion in Limine No. 3 To Preclude
Evidence of the Financial Terms of the Seitlement Agreements
Between Centillion and Third Parties, te 764 Motion in Limine, filed
by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: #
(1) Exhibit A, # (2) Exhibit B)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on
10/27/2009 (TMA). (Entered: 10/16/2009)

|

-
o
(@)

10/16/2009 MOTION to Seal Document 765 SEALED Document Plaintiff’s
Motion to File Under Seal It's Memorandum of Law and Exhibits in
Support of Centillion's Motion in Limine No. 3. To Preclude
Evidence of the Financial Terms of Settlement Agreements Between
Centillion and Third Parties, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)

(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

|

52.26KB

10/16/2009

-
(@)
N

MOTION in Limine No. 4 To Preclude Qwest From Challenging the
Size of the Royalty Base Described by Centillion's Expert, or for an
% KB Adverse Inference Instruction, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION

' DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

3
(@)
o0

**+* SEALED PER 820 ORDER OF 10/26/09 *** Memorandum of
Law in Support of Centillion's Motion in Limine No. 4: To Preclude
Qwest from Challenging the Size of the Royalty Base Described by
Centillion's Expert, or for an Adverse Inference Instruction, re 767
Motion in Limine, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit A, # (2) Exhibit B, #
(3) Exhibit C, # (4) Exhibit D, # (5) Exhibit E, # (6) Exhibit F, # (7)
Exhibit G, # (8) Exhibit H, # (9) Exhibit I)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified
on 10/27/2009 (TMA). (Entered: 10/16/2009)

|

10/16/2009

-
(@)
O

MOTION to Seal Document 768 SEALED Document [fs
Memorandum of Law and Exhibits in Support of Centillion's Motion
_ | in Limine No. 4. To Preclude Qwest from Challenging the Size of the
5 KB Royalty Base Described by Centillion's Expert, or for an Adverse

' Inference Instruction, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 10/16/2009) -

|

MOTION in Limine No. 5 To Preclude or Limit the Testimony of
Paul K. Meyer as a Damages Expert on Behalf of the Qwest
Defendants, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered: 10/16/2009)

-~
~)
fe)

10/16/2009

51.67KB
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10/16/2009

*** SEALED PER 821 ORDER OF 10/26/09 *** Exhibits to Dkt.
No. 763 BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 762 MOTION in
Limine No, 2, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit Qwest Supplemental Responses to
Interrogatories, # (2) Exhibit Report of Kursh 1/8/09, # (3) Exhibit
Report of Kursh 2/18/09)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 10/19/2009
(TRG). Modified on 10/27/2009 (TMA). (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

3
[N

MOTION to Seal Document 771 SEALED MOTION SEALED
Exhibits to Dkt. No. 763, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order
Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

173

*** SEALED PER 822 ORDER OF 10/26/09 *** Memorandum of
Law and exhibits in support of Centillions Motion in Limine No. 5.
To Preclude or Limit the Testimony of Paul K. Meyer as a Damages
expert on behalf of the Qwest Defendants, re 770 Motion in Limine,
filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # (1) Exhibit Ex. 1 - Expert Report of Vincent A.
Thomas, # (2) Exhibit Ex. 2a - Expert Rebuttal Report of Paul K.
Meyer, # (3) Exhibit Ex. 2b - Expert Rebuttal Report of Paul K.
Meyer, # (4) Exhibit Ex. 3a - U.S. Patent No. 5,235,290, Summary of
the Invention, # (5) Exhibit Ex. 3b - U.S. Patent No. 5,235,290,
Summary of the Invention, # (6) Exhibit Ex. 4a - Agreement btwn
US Sprint Communs. Co. Ltd. Pship & Compucom Communs., # (7)
Exhibit Ex. 4b - Agreement btwn US Sprint Communs. Co. Ltd.
Pship & Compucom Communs., # (8) Exhibit Ex. 5 - Excerpts from
Dep. of William Miller, # (9) Exhibit Ex. 6 - E-Mail from Tracy
Evans to Bill Miller & Bob Merchant, # (10) Exhibit Bx. 7 - Qwest
Communs. Corp.s Resp. to Pltf.s 2d Set of Interrogs., # (11) Exhibit
Ex. 8 - Excerpts from Dep. of Venkat Ashok 4/26/06, # (12) Exhibit
Ex. 9 - Excerpts from Dep. of Venkat Ashok 11/20/08, # (13) Exhibit
Ex. 10 - LCI Communs., Inc. Patent Licensing Options, # (14)
Exhibit Ex. 11 - Excerpts from Dep. Of Miller, # (15) Exhibit Ex. 12
- W. Millers handwritten notes, # (16) Exhibit Ex. 13 - Intent to
Market Mem. to Product Development, # (17) Exhibit Ex. 14 -
Business Case Template for Mid Market Billing and Analysis Tool, #
(18) Exhibit Ex. 15 - Strategic Applications Implementation Request
Form, # (19) Exhibit Ex. 16 - Qwest Implements E.bill Solution in
Record Time (Article), # (20) Exhibit Ex. 17 - Letter from D. Buxton
to M. White, # (21) Exhibit Ex. 18 - Notice of Rule 30(b)(6)
Deposition, # (22) Exhibit Ex. 19 - Decl. of V. Ashok, # (23) Exhibit
Ex. 20 - Excerpts from Dep. of Paul K. Meyer, # (24) Exhibit Ex. 21
- Letter from D. Buxton to K. Bressler, # (25) Exhibit Ex. 22 - Letter
from D. Buxton to M, White, # (26) Exhibit Ex. 23 - Decl. of John
Birbeck, # (27) Exhibit Ex. 24 - Stipulated Order of Dismissal
Without Prejudice of Claims Against Bell Atlantic, # (28) Exhibit Ex.
25 - Agreed Motion to Dismiss Without Prejudice Claims Against
Bell Atlantic, # (29) Exhibit Ex. 26 - Agreement Regarding
Settlement Discussions, # (30) Exhibit Ex. 27 - License Agreement,
Oct. 30 & Nov. 1, 2001, # (31) Exhibit Ex. 28 - Software Distributor
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License Agreement, # (32) Exhibit Ex. 29 - Qwest Traffic & Billing
Dept, Custap Files to Web, # (33) Exhibit Ex. 30 - E-Mail from Nick
Boley to Pete Patel, # (34) Exhibit Ex. 31 - Dep. of Venkat Ashok)
(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 10/27/2009 (TMA). (Entered:
10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

774

52.80KB

MOTION to Seal Document 773 SEALED Document Memorandum
of Law and exhibits in support of Centillions Motion in Limine No. 5:
To Preclude or Limit the Testimony of Paul K. Meyer as a Damages
expert on behalf of the Qwest Defendants, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

52.70KB

MOTION in Limine No. 6: To Evidence Relating to Certain Verizon
Documents, Including the Documents Themselves, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of -
Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

*** SEALED PER 823 ORDER OF 10/26/09 *** Memorandum of
Law and exhibits in support of Centillions Motion in Limine No. 6:
To Evidence Relating to Certain Verizon Documents, Including the
Documents Themselves, re 775 Motion in Limine, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit
Ex. A - Nov. 7, 2006 Subpoena, # (2) Exhibit Ex. B - Letter from T.
Roybal to P. Weissman, # (3) Exhibit Ex. C - Letter from T. Roybal
to P. Weissman, # (4) Exhibit Ex. D. VZ CENT GRAVES 00001-
00004, # (5) Exhibit Ex. E - Letter from D. Buxton to M. White, # (6)
Exhibit Ex. F - August 25, 2008 Consulting Agreement, # (7) Exhibit
Ex. G - Graves Invoices GR 000016-18, 20-32, # (8) Exhibit Ex. H -
Nov. 21, 2008 Subpoena, # (9) Exhibit Ex. I - Declaration of Michael
D. White, # (10) Exhibit Ex. J - Letter from C. Khoo to A LaVier, #
(11) Exhibit Ex. K - Declaration of Caren Khoo, # (12) Exhibit Ex. L
- Letter from D. Buxton to M. White, # (13) Exhibit Ex. M - QCC-
3329077, # (14) Exhibit Ex. N - QCC-3329078, # (15) Exhibit Ex. O
- Letter from A. LaVier to M. White, # (16) Exhibit Ex. P - QCC-
3333379-80, # (17) Exhibit Ex. Q - QCC- 3333405, # (18) Ex. R -
QCC-3333151, # (19) Exhibit Ex. S - Declaration of LaVier, # (20)
Exhibit Ex. T - Declaration of Dessai)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on
10/27/2009 (TMA). (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

49.77KB

MOTION to Seal Document 776 SEALED Document Memorandum
of Law and exhibits in support of Centillions Motion in Limine No, 6.
To Evidence Relating to Certain Verizon Documents, Including the
Documents Themselves, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

16.46KB

MOTION in Limine No. 10 to Preclude Centillion from Offering
Evidence That Refer to Jan. 21, 2008 Settlement Offer, filed by
Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/16/2009)
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10/16/2009

-~
~J
O

|

15.12KB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 778 MOTION in Limine No.
10 to Preclude Centillion from Offering Evidence That Refer to Jan.
21, 2008 Settlement Offer, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol
Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2005

~)
0
O

|

11.61KB

DECLARATION of E. Dale Buxton I ISO Motion in Limine No. 10
to Preclude Centillion from Offering Evid. that Refer to Jan. 21, 2008
Settlement Offer re 778 Motion in Limine by QWEST, QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

~J
o]
—

*+* SEALED PER 824 ORDER OF 10/26/09 *** Exhibit 1 to
Buxton Declaration, re 780 Declaration, filed by Defendant QWEST,
Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
1 to Buxton Decl. - Jan. 21, 2008 Confidential Settlement
Communication)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 10/27/2009 (TMA),
(Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

-3
[0 o]
o

|

25.64KB

MOTION to Seal Document 781 SEALED Document, filed by
Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

~J
GQ
98]

17.08KB

MOTION in Limine No. 2 to Preclude Evidence that Quantifies
Noninfringing CDRs, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION, (Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

784

*+* SEALED PER 817 ORDER OF 10/26/09 *** Memorandum in
Support of Motion in Limine No, 2, re 783 Motion in Limine, filed by
Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko,
Vincent) Modified on 10/27/2009 (TMA). (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

-~
0
wn

|

23,18KB

MOTION to Seal Document 784 SEALED Document, filed by
Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

~J
o
[@2Y

17.47KB

MOTION in Limine No. 3 to Exclude Testimony of Dr. Grimes, filed
by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Text of Proposed Order)(Gallegos, Hector) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

-~
(o]
~J

|

*** SEALED PER 816 ORDER OF 10/26/09 *** Memorandum in
Support, re 786 Motion in Limine, filed by Defendant QWEST,
Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Gallegos, Hector)
Modified on 10/27/2009 (TMA). (Entered: 10/16/2009)
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10/16/2009

~J
[o2e]
[oge]

|

i

2941KB

MOTION in Limine No. 6 to Preclude Reference to CRIS, eBill,
IABS, etc. and Request for Cautionary Jury Instruction, filed by
Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

~J
CO
Nej

21.88KB

MOTION to Seal Document 787 SEALED Document Memorandum
in Support of Motion in Limine No. 3 to Exclude Testimony of Dr.
Grimes, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Gallegos, Hector) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

~J
(e

SEALED Memorandum ISO Motion in Limine No. 6, re 788 Motion
in Limine, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

~J
\O

16,40KB

MOTION in Limine No. 4 To Preclude Centillion From Introducing
Evidence Or Argument That The Patent Office Has Already
Considered Whether The '270 Patent Is Invalid Over The
Cobra/Trace System, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs
QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Gallegos, Hector) (Entered: 10/16/2009) ‘

10/16/2009

~J
\O
o

55.04KB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 791 MOTION in Limine No.
4 To Preclude Centillion From Introducing Evidence Or Argument
That The Patent Office Has Already Considered Whether The 270
Patent Is Invalid Over The Cobra/Trace System, filed by Defendant
QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Gallegos, Hector)
(Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

~J
\O
(O8]

1.06MB

DECLARATION of E. Dale Buxton II ISO Motion in Limine No. 6 1e
788 Motion in Limine by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Exhibit 3 to Buxton Decl. - Sept. 13, 2002 Letter, # 2 Exhibit 4 to
Buxton Decl. - Dec. 13, 2002 Letter, # 3 Exhibit 6 to Buxton Decl -
April 15,2008 Letter, # 4 Exhibit 7 to Buxton Decl. - April 16, 2008
Letter, # 5 Exhibit 9 to Buxton Decl - Feb. 25, 2003 Letter, # ¢
Exhibit 10 to Buxton Decl - Liening Depo Excerpts, # 7 Exhibit 11 to
Buxton Decl - May 2, 2008 Second Set of Rogs to Qwest, # 8 Exhibit
12 to Buxton Decl - April 22, 2008 Letter, # 9 Exhibit 14 to Buxton
Decl - April 30, 2008 Revised 30(b)(6) Depo Notice to Qwest, # 10
Exhibit 15 to Buxton Decl - Feb. 9, 2009 Letter, # 11 Exhibit 16 to
Buxton Decl - June 12, 2009 Letter, # 12 Exhibit 17 to Buxton Decl -
Dec. 22, 2008 Letter)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

794

SEALED Exhibits to 793 Declaration of E. Dale Buxton II ISO 788
Motion in Limine No. 6, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol
Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
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COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
1 to Buxton Decl - Timeline re Accused Products, # 2 Exhibit 2 to
Buxton Decl - Dec. 23, 2008 Suppl. Resp. to Qwest 1st Set of Rogs,
# 3 Exhibit 5 to Buxton Decl - Expert Report of Dr. Jack Grimes, # 4
Exhibit 8 to Buxton Decl - June 6, 2009 Suppl. Answers to Qwest 1st
Set of Rogs, # 5 Exhibit 13 to Buxton Decl - Oct. 3, 2008 12th Suppl
Resp to Cent. 1st Set of Rogs, # 6 Exhibit 18 to Buxton Decl - April
26,2006 Ashok Excerpts, # 7 Exhibit 19 to Buxton Decl - November
19, 2008 Ashok Excerpts, # 8 Exhibit 20 to Buxton Decl - March 1,
2007 Ashok Excerpts)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 10/19/2009
(TRG). (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

21.79KB

***WITHDRAWN PURSUANT TO ORDER DATED
10/22/2009*** MOTION in Limine No. I to Preclude V. Thomas
Jrom Offering Opinions re Royalty Base & Total Damages, filed by
Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on
10/26/2009 (TRG). (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

~1
\O
(@)}

|

*** SEALED PER 825 ORDER OF 10/26/09 *** Memorandum 15O
Motion in Limine No. I to Preclude V. Thomas from Offering
Opinions re Royalty Base & Total Damages, re 795 Motion in
Limine, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 10/27/2009
(TMA). (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

~J
~1

5.12MB

DECLARATION of Hector G. Gallegos in Support of Motion in
Limine No, 4 re 791 Motion in Limine by QWEST, QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 to Gallegos Decl. - 5-
3-05 Reexam Request, # 2 Exhibit 2 to Gallegos Decl. -- 6-22-05
Order Granting Reexamination, # 3 Exhibit 3 to Gallegos Decl.-- 5-8-
06 Notice of Intent to Issue Reexam Certificate, # 4 Exhibit 4 to
Gallegos Decl. -- 2001 Rog responses that identify prior art, # 5
Exhibit 5 to Gallegos Decl. -- 5-16-06 Information Disclosure
Statement, # 6 Exhibit 6 to Gallegos Decl. -- 9-24-09 Patent Office
Action, # 7 Exhibit 7 to Gallegos Decl. -- Notice of References Cited,
# 8 Exhibit 8 to Gallegos Decl. -- 9-24-09 decision expunging
Citation Nos. 185-335, # 9 Exhibit 9 to Gallegos Decl. -- List of
references for 9-24-09 decision, # 10 Exhibit 10 to Gallegos Decl. --
9-25-09 decision expunging Citation Nos. 391-397, # 11 Exhibit 11
to Gallegos Decl. -- List of references for 9-25-09 decision, # 12
Exhibit 12 to Gallegos Decl. -- 6-2-09 letter from Verizon to Qwest)
(Gallegos, Hector) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009

O
(v o]

23.65KB

MOTION to Seal Document 796 SEALED Document, filed by
Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/16/2009)
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10/16/2009 9

\D

DECLARATION of Vincent J. Belusko ISO Motions in Limine 1, 2
and 3 re 795 Motion in Limine, 783 Motion in Limine, 786 Motion in
Limine by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST

COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
sooms | 1 to Belusko Decl - 270 Patent, # 2 Exhibit 2 to Belusko Decl -
March 2, 1993 Office Action, # 3 Exhibit 3 to Belusko Decl -
Amendment, # 4 Exhibit 4 to Belusko Decl - Notice of Allowability)
(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

[en)

10/16/2009 8 **¥ SEALED PER 826 ORDER OF 10/26/09 *** Certain Exhibits
to Declaration of Vincent Belusko ISO Motions in Limine 1, 2 and 3,
re 799 Declaration in support of 795 MOTION in Limine, 783
MOTION in Limine and 786 MOTION in Limine, filed by
Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #
1 Exhibit 5 to Belusko Decl - Jan. 8, 2008 Expert Report of Jack
Grimes, # 2 Exhibit 6 to Belusko Decl - Feb. 6, 2009 Expert Report
of Brad Walton, # 3 Exhibit 7 to Belusko Decl - Jan. 8, 2009 Expert
Report of V, Thomas, # 4 Exhibit 8 to Belusko Decl - March 13,
2009 Grimes Excerpts, # 5 Exhibit 9 to Belusko Decl - March 19,
2009 Depo Excerpts of V. Thomas, # 6 Exhibit 10 to Belusko Decl -
Feb. 25, 2009 Rebuttal Expert Report of Jack Grimes, # 7 Exhibit 11
to Belusko Decl - April 1, 2009 Depo Excerpts of Jack Grimes, # 8
Exhibit 12 to Belusko Decl - Dec. 11, 2008 Depo Excerpts of James
Coyle, # 9 Exhibit 13 to Belusko Decl - Feb. 11, 2009 Depo Excerpts
of B. Whitman)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 10/19/2009 (TRG).
Modified on 10/27/2009 (TMA). (Entered: 10/16/2009)

10/16/2009 3

—_

MOTION in Limine Regarding Timing and Order of Proof at Trial,
filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/16/2009)

23,78KB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 801 MOTION in Limine
Regarding Timing and Order of Proof at Trial, filed by Defendant
QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 10/16/2009)

-10/16/2009

loged
(]
(W]

|

27.55KB

10/16/2009 8

(W8]

DECLARATION of Vincent J. Belusko ISO Motion Regarding
Timing and Order of Proof at Trial re 801 Motion in Limine by
QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST

COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit
41208 | 1 to Belusko Decl - Email Communications Between M. Bishop and
A. Freeman, # 2 Exhibit 2 to Belusko Decl - Email Communication
between J. Riley and P, Fowler)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered:
10/16/2009)

o0
<o
=

10/17/2009 MOTION to Seal Document 800 SEALED Document, filed by
Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,

K8 | QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #

|
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1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/17/2009)

[o=]
w

10/19/2009 Submission of Signature Requirement re 752 MOTION in Limine
No. 5 by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
1626x8 | COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/19/2009)

(=]
<O
(@)

10/19/2009 Submission of Signature Requirement re 753 Brief/Memorandum in
= | Support of Motion by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
19.63x8 | COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent)

(Entered: 10/19/2009)

el
~J

10/19/2009 Submission of Signature Requirement re 754 MOTION in Limine
No. 7 by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
16318 | COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/19/2009)

(o]
[o0]

10/19/2009 Submission of Signature Requitrement re 755 Brief/Memorandum in
Support of Motion by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
18.09x8 | COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent)

(Entered: 10/19/2009)

(=]
=
D

10/19/2009 Submission of Signature Requirement re 756 MOTION in Limine
No. 11 by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
1737x8 | COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of

Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/19/2009)

10/19/2009

o0
—
<

Submission of Signature Requirement re 757 Brief/Memorandum in

Support of Motion by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
13.93x8 | COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 10/19/2009)

loe)
—
—

10/19/2009 Submission of Sigﬁature Requirement re 758 MOTION in Limine
No. 8 by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
1679x8 | COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION., (Attachments: # 1 Text of

Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/19/2009)

|

10/15/2009

]
—
[\

Submission of Signature Requirement re 759 Brief/Memorandum in

Support of Motion by QWEST, QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST
19.05k8 | COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 10/19/2009)

|

[ o]
—
(98]

10/19/2009 MOTION to Withdraw 795 MOTION in Limine No. I fo Preclude V.

| Thomas from Offering Opinions re Royalty Base & Total Damages,
filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST

15.97x8 | CORPORATION, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS

CORPORATION, (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)

{Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/19/2009)

o0
—t
BnN

MOTION in Limine No. I to Preclude Vincent A. Thomas From
Offering Opinions as to the Royalty Base and Total Damages, filed
by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST CORPORATION,
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: #

10/15/2009

16.10KB
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1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/19/2009)

(e o]
—_
w

10/22/2009 ORDER granting 813 Motion to Withdraw 795 MOTION in Limine
| No. 1to Preclude V. Thomas from Offering Opinions re Royalty Base
=) | & Total Damages. Docket 795 is hereby WITHDRAWN. Signed by

' Judge Larry J. McKinney on 10/22/2009. (TRG) (Entered:

10/26/2009)

[@)

10/26/2009 81 ORDER granting 789 Motion to Seal Document 787 Memorandum
in Support of Its Motion in Limine No. 3 to Exclude Testimony of
35.76k8 | Dr. Grimes. Signed by Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch on

10/26/2009. (TMA) (Entered: 10/27/2009)

[
—
~1

10/26/2009 ORDER granting 785 Motion to Seal Document 784 Memorandum
_ | in Support of Motion in Limine No. 2 to Preclude Centillion From
46 KB Introducing Evidence That Quantifies Non-infringing Call Detail

' Records, Signed by Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch on

10/26/2009. (TMA) (Entered: 10/27/2009)

(e o]
—
[o2e]

ORDER granting 751 Motion to Seal Document 750 Exhibit 2 to the
Declaration of E. Dale Buxton IT in Support of Qwest's Memorandum

in Support of Its Motion in Limine No. 9 to Preclude Centillion From
36878 | Introducing Evidence Concerning the Verve Lounge. Signed by
Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch on 10/26/2009. (TMA) |
(Entered: 10/27/2009)

10/26/2009

|

o0
—
O

10/26/2009 ORDER granting 766 Motion to Seal Document 765 Memorandum
of Law. The court assumes the plaintiff is referring to materials

F] | submitted in connection with limine motion #3 and not motion # 4
32.73x8 | referenced in the request for relief, and GRANTS the motion on that
basis. Signed by Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch on

10/26/2009. (TMA) (Entered: 10/27/2009)

[@,=]
N
o

10/26/2009 ORDER granting 769 Motion to Seal Document 768 Memorandum
of Law and exhibits in support of Centillion's Motion in Limine No.
4: To Preclude Qwest from Challenging the Size of the Royalty Base
ss.48k8 | Described by Centillion's Expert, or for an Adverse Inference
Instruction. Signed by Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch on

10/26/2009. (TMA) (Entered: 10/27/2009)

10/26/2009

[ore]
I8
—_

ORDER granting 772 Motion to Seal Document 771 exhibits in

support of Centillion's Motion in Limine No. 2 Dkt. No. 763. Signed
49.57x8 | by Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch on 10/26/2009. (TMA)
(Entered: 10/27/2009)

OO0
J
[\

10/26/2009

ORDER granting 774 Motion to Seal Document 773 Memorandum

of Law and exhibits in support of Centillion's Motion in Limine No.
7 |5 To Preclude or Limit the Testimony of Paul K. Meyer as a

8043k | Damages expert on behalf of the Qwest Defendants, Signed by

Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch on 10/26/2009. (TMA)

(Entered: 10/27/2009) ‘

o0
(%)

10/26/2009 ORDER granting 777 Motion to Seal Document 776 Memorandum
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48.54KB

of Law and exhibits in support of Centillion's Motion in Limine No.
6: To Evidence Relating to Certain "Verizon" Documents, Including
the Documents Themselves. Signed by Magistrate Judge Debra
McVicker Lynch on 10/26/2009. (TMA) (Entered: 10/27/2009)

10/26/2009

38.17KB

ORDER granting 782 Motion to Seal Document 781 Exhibit 1 to the
Declaration of E. Dale Buxton II in Support of their Motion in
Limine No. 10. Signed by Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch
on 10/26/2009. (TMA) (Entered: 10/27/2009)

10/26/2009

[ese]
wn

|

)
F

36.39KB

ORDER granting 798 Motion to Seal Document 796 Memorandum
in Support of Its Motion in Limine No. 1 to Preclude Vincent A.
Thomas From Offering Opinions As To the Royalty Base and Total
Damages. Signed by Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch on
10/26/2009. (TMA) (Entered: 10/27/2009)

10/26/2009

36.72KB

ORDER granting 8§04 Motion to Seal Document 800 certain exhibits
to the Declaration of Vincent J. Belusko in Support of Motions in
Limine 1, 2 and 3. Signed by Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker
Lynch on 10/26/2009. (TMA) (Entered: 10/27/2009)

10/29/2009

104.03KB

ORDER - Plamntiff/consolidated defendant's, Centillion Data System,
LLC, and consolidated defendant's, CTT Group (Holdings}, Inc.,
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment (Dkt. No. 613 ) is GRANTED
and Motion for Partial Summary Judgment of Infringement (Dkt. No.
616 ) is DENIED. Defendants/consolidated plaintiffs', Qwest
Communications International, Inc, and Qwest Corporation, 605
Motion for Summary Judgment of Invalidity of the 270 Patent is
DENIED; Motion for Summary Judgment of Noninfringement is
GRANTED, and Motion to Strike (Dkt. No. 721 ) is DENIED. All
other pending motions are DENIED AS MOOT. The Court will enter
judgment accordingly. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on
10/29/2009.(TRG) (Entered: 10/29/2009)

10/29/2009

|oo
&
20

I

102.61KB

AMENDED ORDER re 827 Order, Signed by Judge Larry J.
McKinney on 10/29/2009.(TRG) (Entered: 10/29/2009)

11/03/2009

o0
(]
\O

|

39.72KB

CLOSED JUDGMENT - The patent infringement claims brought by
plaintiff/consolidated defendant's, Centillion Data System, LLC, and
consolidated defendant's, CTI Group (Holdings), Inc., are
DISMISSED with prejudice. Plaintiffs shall take nothing by way of
their complaints, Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 11/3/2009.
(TRG) (Entered: 11/03/2009)

11/17/2009

o0
[es]

159.89KB

BILL OF COSTS by QWEST, QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION, QWEST CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1
Appendix A to Qwest Bill of Costs - Deposition Transcription Costs
Chart, # 2 Appendix B to Qwest Bill of Costs - Photocopyin, Imaging
and Printing Costs Chart)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 11/17/2009)

11/30/2009

o0
—

|

1.94MB

NOTICE OF APPEAL as to 829 Closed Judgment, 828 Order, filed
by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: #
1 Exhibit A -- Entry of Judgment, # 2 Exhibit B -- Amended Order)

Al187




(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 11/30/2009)

11/30/2009

o0
Lo
Y]

|

7]
B

356.26KB

NOTICE of Final Determination in lawsuit sent to Director of U.S.
Patent and Trademark Office. (Attachments: # | Judgment, # 2
Order) (TRG) (Entered: 11/30/2009)

11/30/2009

[ors
1
~

20.55KB

APPEAL FEE PAID, RECEIPT #IP15729, in the amount of $
455.00. (cc: USCA Fed. Circuit) (TMA) (Entered; 12/02/2009)

12/01/2009

(o]
{ve)
(U8}

0.98MB

FEDERAL CIRCUIT APPEAL INFORMATION SHEET re 831
Notice of Appeal - Instructions for Attorneys - Parties’ Short
Record, Instructions, and Designation of Record information
attached. SHORT RECORD SENT TO THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT
ON THIS DATE. (TMA) (Entered: 12/01/2009)

12/11/2009

o0
(O8]
w

|

12.65KB

NOTICE OF CROSS APPEAL as to 829 Closed Judgment, 828
Order, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION, QWEST
CORPORATION. Filing fee § 455, receipt number 0756-1576646.
(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 12/11/2009)

12/14/2009

o0
(O8]
-~

|

USCA for the Federal Circuit Case Number 2010-1110 for 831
Notice of Appeal filed by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
(TMA) (Entered: 12/23/2009)

12/16/2009

o0
ks
@)

FEDERAL CIRCUIT APPEAL INFORMATION SHEET re 835
Notice of Cross Appeal - Parties’ Short Record attached. SHORT
RECORD SENT TO THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT ON THIS DATE.
(TMA) (Entered: 12/16/2009)

12/29/2009

o0
(OS]
cC

USCA for the Federal Circuit Case Number 2010-1131 for 835
Notice of Cross Appeal filed by QWEST CORPORATION, QWEST

COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION, QWEST. (TMA) (Entered:

01/04/2010)

01/22/2010

o0
(U5}
\O

24.46KB

STIPULATION for Amended Judgment, re'829 Closed Judgment,
filed by Consol Defendant CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Defendant
QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION, QWEST CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1
Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 01/22/2010)

01/26/2010

o0
=
o

5
¥

42.87KB

ENTRY OF AMENDED JUDGMENT. Signed by Judge Larry J.
McKinney on 1/26/2010, (See Judgment)(TRG) (Entered:
01/26/2010)

02/01/2010

5
i

69.88KB

NOTICE of Final Determination in lawsuit sent to Director of U.S.
Patent and Trademark Office. (Attachments: # | Entry of Amended
Judgment) (TRG) (Entered: 02/01/2010)

02/10/2010

130.52KB

MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney MOTION FOR LEAVE TO
WITHDRAW APPEARANCES OF H. KEETO SABHARWAL AND
NIRAV N. DESAI, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order Order
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Regarding Motion to Withdraw Certain Appearances of Counsel)
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 02/10/2010)

02/11/2010

00
=
(US)

|

79.42KB

ORDER granting 842 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney
Nirav Narendra Desai and Hemant Keeto Sabharwal withdrawn.
Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 2/11/2010. (TRG) (Entered:
02/12/2010)

02/25/2010

844

12.58KB

NOTICE OF CROSS APPEAL as to 840 Judgment, filed by
Defendant QWEST, Counter Defendants QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION, QWEST
CORPORATION. (Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 02/25/2010)

02/25/2010

00
=~
n

|

21.29KB

*#+WITHDRAWN PURSUANT TO ORDER DATED 3/1/2010%***
NOTICE OF APPEAL as to 829 Closed Judgment, 828 Order, 840
Judgment, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Honigberg, Paul) Modified on 3/2/2010 (TRG). (Entered:
02/25/2010)

02/25/2010

20
=
[oN)

21.32KB

AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL as to 829 Closed Judgment, §28
Order, 840 Judgment, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Honigberg, Paul) Modified on 3/1/2010 (TRG).
(Entered: 02/25/2010)

02/26/2010

o]
~J

E.—j

21.31KB

Submission of Signature Requirement re 846 Notice of Appeal by
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Honigberg, Paul) (Entered:
02/26/2010)

02/26/2010

00
=~
oo

|

i

32.79KB

MOTION to Withdraw 845 Notice of Appeal Because Corrected and
Superseded by Docket No. 846, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order
Proposed Order Granting Motion for Leave to Withdraw Docket No.
845)(Honigberg, Paul) (Entered: 02/26/2010)

03/01/2010

oo
\O

1.16MB

USCA FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT APPEAL INFORMATION
SHEET re 844 Notice of Cross Appeal - Parties' Short Record
attached. (TMA) (Entered: 03/01/2010)

03/01/2010

oo
i

0.95MB

USCA FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT APPEAL INFORMATION
SHEET re 846 Notice of Appeal - Short Record attached. (TMA)
(Entered: 03/01/2010) :

03/01/2010

00
—

39.28KB

ORDER granting 848 Motion to Withdraw 845 Notice of Appeal.
Clerk is directed to withdraw Docket No. 845 from the electronic
record of this case. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 3/1/2010,
(TRG) (Entered: 03/02/2010)

05/04/2011

o0
[\

174.75KB

USCA FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT JUDGMENT - Because
genuine issues of material fact remain, we reverse the district court's
grant of summary judgment of no anticipation. We remand the case
for further proceedings. Vacated-in-Part, Reversed-in-Part, and
REMANDED. (See Judgment) (No record to be returned.) (TMA)
Modified on 5/6/2011 (TMA). (Entered: 05/06/2011)
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05/13/2011

o
[UN]

95.87KB

Submission of Rule 16.2 Statement, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 05/13/2011)

05/24/2011

o
BuN

]

4.51KB

Reassignment of Case to Magistrate Judge Denise K. LaRue.
Magistrate Judge Debra McVicker Lynch no longer assigned to the
case. Please include the new case number (1:04-CV-00073-LIM-
DKL), which includes the initials of the newly assigned judge, on all
future filings in this matter. (TRG) (Entered: 05/24/2011)

05/25/2011

o0
w

|

130.44KB

MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney (Michael D. White), filed by
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 05/25/2011)

05/25/2011

o0
(@

377.72KB

Statement Pursuant to S.D. Indiana Local Rule 16,2 by QWEST.
(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 05/25/2011)

05/26/2011

o)
{3

131.85KB

MOTION to Withdraw as Attorney (Leasa M. Woods), filed by
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 05/26/2011)

05/27/2011

o0
(ve)

82.02KB

ORDER granting 857 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney, Attorney
Leasa M. Woods withdrawn as counsel for Centillion Data Systems
LLC. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 5/27/2011. (CBU)
(Entered: 05/27/2011)

05/31/2011

[we)
O

81.78KB

ORDER granting 855 Motion to Withdraw as Attorney. Attorney
Michael Douglas White withdrawn on behalf of Centillion Data
Systems LLC. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 5/31/2011.
(CBU) (Entered: 06/01/2011)

06/23/2011

o]

131.23KB

MOTION for Pretrial Conference, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 06/23/2011)

07/01/2011

138.94KB

RESPONSE in Opposition re 860 MOTION for Pretrial Conference,
filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiffs QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION, QWEST
CORPORATION. (Riley, James) (Entered: 07/01/2011)

07/06/2011

81.42KB

REPLY in Support of Motion re 860 MOTION for Pretrial
Conference, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 07/06/2011)

07/11/2011

o0
(OS]

39.70KB

SCHEDULING ORDER: Telephonic Status Conference set for
7/18/2011 02:00 PM before Magistrate Judge Denise K. LaRue.
Signed by Magistrate Judge Denise K. LaRue on 7/11/2011. (TMA)
(Entered: 07/12/2011) '

07/21/2011

o
i

229.47KB

BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 860 MOTION for Pretrial
Conference (REGARDING PRETRIAL SCHEDULE), filed by
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Exhibit 1 -- Non-Confidential Brief)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered:
07/21/2011)
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07/21/2011

o o]
[N
(@)

27.25KB

RESPONSE in Opposition, filed by Defendant QWEST. (Bishop, J.)
(Entered: 07/21/2011)

08/12/2011

o0
o)
3

,.

40.39KB

Minute Entry for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Denise
K. LaRue: Telephonic Status Conference held on 7/18/2011. (See
Entry) Signed by Magistrate Judge Denise K. LaRue. (TMA)
(Entered: 08/12/2011)

08/12/2011

o0
(@)
[o2<]

|

)
-

49.43KB

ORDER re: 860 Motion for Pretrial Conference - Centillion's motion
for pretrial conference is therefore GRANTED to the extent that the
dispositive motion deadline has been set. (See Entry for deadline.)
Signed by Magistrate Judge Denise K. LaRue on 8/12/2011. (TMA)
(Entered: 08/12/2011)

09/01/2011

0
O

129.36KB

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to September 16, 2011
in which to 868 Order on Motion for Pretrial Conference 7O FILE
SUMMARY JUDGMENT BRIEF, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 09/01/2011)

09/09/2011

xR
(@]

93.25KB

ORDER granting 869 Motion for Extension of Time - the deadline
for the parties to file additional summary judgment motions, if any,
directed at the issues raised by the Federal Circuits ruling is hereby
extended from September 9, 2011, to September 16, 2011, Signed by
Magistrate Judge Denise K. LaRue on 9/9/2011. (REO) (Entered:
09/09/2011)

09/16/2011

[oe]
—

133.91KB

MOTION for Partial Summary Judgment of Infiingement, filed by
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Counter Claimant
CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 09/16/2011)

09/16/2011

o
~
[\

|

*** SEALED PER 895 ENTRY OF 10/19/11 *** SEALED BRIEF
IN SUPPORT OF THEIR MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY
JUDGMENT OF INFRINGEMENT, re 871 Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment, filed by Counter Defendant CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS; LLC, Counter Claimant CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC.. (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit 1 -- Ashok
Deposition (11/19/08), # (2) Exhibit 2 -- 270 Patent, # (3) Exhibit 3 --
System Diagram, # (4) Exhibit 4 -- eBill Companion FAQs, # (5)
Exhibit 5 -- EBC High Level System Flow Diagram, # (6) Exhibit 6,
Part 1 -- eBill Companion User Manua] (2/04), # (7) Exhibit 6, Part 2
-- eBill Companion User Manual (2/04), # (8) Exhibit 7, Part 1 --
AMSG Training Manual, # (9) Exhibit 7, Part 2 -- AMSG Training
Manual, # (10) Exhibit 7, Part 3 -- AMSG Training Manual, # (11)
Exhibit 7, Part 4 -- AMSG Training Manual, # (12) Exhibit 7, Part 5 -
- AMSG Training Manual)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 10/20/2011
(TMA). (Entered: 09/16/2011)

09/16/2011

*** SEALED PER 895 ENTRY OF 10/19/11 *** SEALED
Continued Exhibits from Centillion Data Systems, LLC's and CTI
Group (Holdings) Inc.'s Brief in Support of Their Motion for Partial
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Summary Judgment of Infringement (Exhibit 8 -- Pricing Overview),
re 872 SEALED Document, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, Counter Claimant CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS)
INC.. (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit 9 - Billing Stream Overview, # (2)
Exhibit 10 -- Ashok Deposition (3/1/07), # (3) Exhibit 11 -- Billing
Data Server, # (4) Exhibit 12 -- eBC Backoffice support document, #
(5) Exhibit 13 -- List of Servers for Mediation, # (6) Exhibit 14 --
LATIS Disaster Recovery Plan, # (7) Exhibit 15 -- Ashok Deposition
(11/20/08), # (8) Exhibit 16 -- Ebc Back Office Description, # (9)
Exhibit 17 -- EBC Back Office flowchart, # (10) Exhibit 18 -- eBill
Companion Technical Reference, # (11) Exhibit 19 -- eBC Wells
Fargo Design Proposal, # (12) Exhibit 20 -- State of Arizona Design
Program, # (13) Exhibit 21 -- GE Tax and Discount Data project, #
(14) Exhibit 22 -- CRIS CSR an Billing Data to eBC (Wells Fargo
interim solution), # (15) Exhibit 23 -- Section 3.2 Billing, # (16)
Exhibit 24 -- Kaiser reporting needs, # (17) Exhibit 25 -- WebMD
Change to EBC)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 10/20/2011 (TMA).
(Entered: 09/16/2011)

09/16/2011

874

*** SEALED PER 895 ENTRY OF 10/19/11 *** SEALED
Continued Exhibits from Centillion Data Systems, LLC's and CTI
Group (Holdings) Inc.'s Brief in Support of Their Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment of Infringement (Exhibit 26 -- eBilling
Companion and Cox),, re 872 SEALED Document, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Counter Claimant CITI
GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC.. (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit 27 --
Calnet IT eBC, # (2) Exhibit 28 -- GE New PTID Request, # (3)
Exhibit 29 -- Project Requirement Form, # (4) Exhibit 30 -- Alternate
Medias Mandatory Requirements for eBC Registration, # (5) Exhibit
31 -~ Seattle Intelligencer Request for ebill info, # (6) Cover Sheet for
Sealed Document 32 -- ¢Bill Companion information, # (7) Exhibit
33, Part 1 -- eBill Companion User Manual (8/02), # (8) Exhibit 33,
Part 2 -- eBill Companion User Manual (8/02))(Fowler, Phillip)
Modified on 10/20/2011 (TMA). (Entered: 09/16/2011)

09/16/2011

*** SEALED PER 895 ENTRY OF 10/19/11 *** SEALED
Continued Exhibits from Centillion Data Systems, LLC's and CTI
Group (Holdings) Inc.'s Brief in Support of Their Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment of Infringement (Exhibit 34 -- 6/9/08 letter to
Ken Bressler),, re 872 SEALED Document, filed by Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Counter Claimant CITI
GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC.. (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit 35 --
8/27/08 letter to Mike White, # (2) Exhibit 36 -- 9/18/08 letter to
Mike White, # (3) Exhibit 37 -- Expert report of Vincent Thomas, #
(4) Exhibit 38 -- 6/14/11 letter to Alan Freeman, # (5) Exhibit 39 --
7/5/11 letter to Ken Bressler, # (6) Exhibit 40 -~ ebilling companion
and COX e-mail, # (7) Exhibit 41 -- Qwests 11th response to 1st set
of interrogatories, # (8) Exhibit 42, Part 1 -- William Miller
Deposition (11/16/06), # (9) Exhibit 42, Part 2 -- William Miller
Deposition (11/16/06))(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 10/20/2011
(TMA). (Entered: 09/16/2011)
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[ee}
(@)

09/16/2011 *** SEALED PER 895 ENTRY OF 10/19/11 *** SEALED
Continued Exhibits from Centillion Data Systems, LLC's and CTI
Group (Holdings) Inc.'s Brief in Support of Their Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment of Infringement (Exhibit 43 -- E-mail regarding
83 million call records),, re 872 SEALED Document, filed by
Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Counter Claimant
CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC.. (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit 44 --
Qwests response to 2nd set of interrogatories, # (2) Exhibit 45, Part 1
-- Ashok Deposition (4/26/06), # (3) Exhibit 45, Part 2 -- Ashok
Deposition (4/26/06), # (4) Exhibit 46 -- Patent Licensing Options, #
(5) Exhibit 47 -- William Miller Deposition (9/23/97), # (6) Exhibit
48 -- ascii text files, # (7) Exhibit 40 -- ascii text files, # (8) Exhibit
50, Part 1 -- Letters to users of eBill Companion, # (9) Exhibit 50,
Part 2 -- Letters to users of eBill Companion, # (10) Exhibit 50, Part
3 -- Letters to users of eBill Companion)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified
on 10/20/2011 (TMA). (Entered: 09/16/2011)

09/16/2011 87

~J

#*+* SEALED PER 895 ENTRY OF 10/19/11 *** SEALED
Declaration of Dr. Jack D. Grimes, re 871 Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment, filed by Counter Defendant CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Counter Claimant CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC.. (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit A -- Expert Report
of Jack D. Grimes, Ph.D. (01/08/09), # (2) Exhibit B -- Expert Report
of Jack D. Grimes, Ph.D. (02/26/09), # (3) Exhibit C, Part 1 --
vatious e-mails, # (4) Exhibit C, Part 2 -- various e-mails, # (5)
Exhibit D -- varius e-mails, # (6) Exhibit E -- Bates numbered
documents, # (7) Exhibit F -- Letter from Qwest counsel to
Centillion's counsel dated 06/09/08, # (8) Exhibit G, Part 1 -- Pages
from Ashok Depo dated 11/19/08, eBC User Manual pages, # (9)
Exhibit G, Part 2 -- Pages from Ashok Depo dated 11/19/08, eBC
User Manual pages, # (10) Exhibit G, Part 3 -- Pages from Ashok
Depo dated 11/19/08, eBC User Manual pages)(Fowler, Phillip)
Modified on 10/20/2011 (TMA). (Entered: 09/16/2011)

MOTION to Seal Document 875 SEALED Document, 874 SEALED
Document, 876 SEALED Document, 877 SEALED Document, 872

SEALED Document, 873 SEALED Document, filed by Plaintiff
13800k8 | CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Counter Claimant CITI
GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed
Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 09/16/2011)

(o}
~J
[e}

09/16/2011

lore]
~J
O

09/16/2011 MOTION for Oral Argument on Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment of Infringement, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, Counter Claimant CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS)
INC.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip)

(Entered: 09/16/2011)

134.24KB

o0
oo
(@]

09/16/2011 MOTION for Summary Judgment of Non-Infringement, filed by
Defendant QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)

(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 09/16/2011)

|

18.17KB

[ece]
e o]
—_

09/16/2011 *** SEALED PER 895 ENTRY OF 10/19/11 *** SEALED
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Declaration of Venkat Ashok, re 880 Motion for Summary Judgment,
filed by Defendant QWEST. (Belusko, Vincent) Modified on
10/20/2011 (TMA). (Entered: 09/16/2011)

09/16/2011

oo
|[\)

3.47MB

DECLARATION of Vincent J. Belusko In Support of Motion for
Summary Judgment of Non-Infringement re 880 Motion for Summary
Judgment by QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 4 - eBC Companion
1.0 User's Manual)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 09/16/2011)

09/16/2011

‘OO
(IS

#*+ SEALED PER 895 ENTRY OF 10/19/11 *** SEALED FExhs 1-3
and 5-17 to Declaration of Vincent J. Belusko, re 882 Declaration,
880 Motion for Summary Judgment, filed by Defendant QWEST.
(Attachments: # (1) Exhibit 1 -Centillion Opening Appeal Brief
(2/19/2010), # (2) Exhibit 2 - Centillion Response & Reply Appeal
Brief (6/11/2010), # (3) Exhibit 3 - Centillion's Amended & Suppl.
Reponses to Qwest 1st Set of Rogs (12/23/2008), # (4) Exhibit 5 -
eBC Data File Layout/Schema, # (5) Exhibit 6 - Depo. Testimony of
J. Birbeck (11/12/2008), # (6) Exhibit 7 - Depo. Testimony of V.
Ashok (11/19-21/2008), # (7) Exhibit 8 - Reply Expert Report of J.
Grimes (2/26/2009), # (8) Exhibit 9 - Expert Report of J. Grimes
(1/8/2009), # (9) Exhibit 10 - Depo. Testimony of V. Ashok
(4/26/2006), # (10) Exhibit 11 - Depo. Testimony of J. Grimes
(3/13/2009), # (11) Exhibit 12 - eBC Companion FAQ, # (12) Exhibit
13 - Internal Qwest Email (7/8/2002), # (13) Exhibit 14 - QCC's 14th
Suppl. Resp. to Centillion 1st Set of Rogs (10/23/2009), # (14)
Exhibit 15 - eBC Technical Information, # (15) Exhibit 16 - Logic
2.0 Customer Support Training Guide, # (16) Exhibit 17 - Depo.
Testimony of V. Ashok (3/1/2007))(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on
10/20/2011 (TMA). (Entered: 09/16/2011)

09/16/2011

~

**#* SEALED PER 895 ENTRY OF 10/19/11 *** SEALED
Memorandum In Support of Motion for Summary Judgment of Non-
Infringement, re 880 Motion for Summary Judgment, filed by
Defendant QWEST. (Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 10/20/2011
(TMA). (Entered: 09/16/2011)

09/16/2011

loe]
w

28.77KB

MOTION to Seal Document $84 SEALED Document, 883 SEALED
Document, 881 SEALED Document, filed by Defendant QWEST.
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 09/17/2011)

10/17/2011

N

|

*** SEALED PER 907 ORDER OF 11/23/11 *** SEALED .
Centillion Data Systems, LLC's and CTI Group (Holdings) Inc.'s
Brief'in Opposition to Qwest's Motion for Summary Judgment of
Non-Infringement, re $80 Motion for Summary Judgment, filed by
Consol Defendants CENTILLION-DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI
GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., Counter Defendant CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS,
LLC, Counter Claimants CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC.. (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit 1 --
CTI's Response and Reply Brief filed in the Court of Appeals, # (2)
Exhibit 2 -- Deposition Transcript of Venkat Ashok, November 19,
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-12008, # (3) Exhibit 3 -- Deposition Transcript of Venkat Ashok, April

26, 2006, # (4) Exhibit 4 -- Logic 2.0 User Manual (June 2001), # (5)
Exhibit 5 -- Deposition Transcript of Venkat Ashok, March 1, 2007,
# (6) Exhibit 6 -- Deposition Transcript of Venkat Ashok, November
21, 2008, # (7) Exhibit 7 -- eBill Companion 1.0 User Manual
(February 2004), # (8) Exhibit 8 -- Qwests 11th Supplemental
Response to Interrogatory11, # (9) Exhibit 9 -- E-mail regarding On
Demand Files (4/25/03), # (10) Exhibit 10 -- E-mail regarding
Feedback PAC Code Reports (2/10/03), # (11) Exhibit 11 -- E-mail
regarding Embassy Accounting Code Problem (account 1021049)
(11/24/03), # (12) Exhibit 12 -- E-mail regarding Perry Johnson
Needing help! (10/24/02), # (13) Exhibit 13 -- E-mail regarding
Question (1/19/06), # (14) Exhibit 14 -- E-mail regarding Question
for you (10/5/06))(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 11/23/2011 (TMA).
(Entered: 10/17/2011)

10/17/2011

|

**#* SEALED PER 907 ORDER OF 11/23/11 *** SEALED
Declaration of Dr. Jack D. Grimes in Support of Centillion's
Opposition to Qwest's Motion for Summary Judgment of Non-
Infringement, re 830 Motion for Summary Judgment, 886 SEALED
Document, filed by Consol Defendant CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, Counter Defendant CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
Counter Claimant CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments: # (1) Exhibit A -- Qwest Alternate Media Support
Group Training Manual, # (2) Exhibit B -- E-Mail regarding Help --
Identifying column headings for call detail (12/17/02))(Fowler,
Phillip) Modified on 11/23/2011 (TMA). (Entered: 10/17/2011)

10/17/2011

138.63KB

MOTION to Seal Document 8§86 SEALED Document, 887 SEALED
Document Plaintiffs' Motion to Seal Their Brief, Exhibits, and
Supporting Papers in Opposition to Qwest's Motion for Summary
Judgment of Non-Infringement, filed by Consol Defendants
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC., Counter Defendant CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
Counter Claimants CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI
GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed
Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 10/17/2011)

10/17/2011

o0
o]
O

*** SEALED PER 908 ORDER OF 11/23/11 *** SEALED
Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment of
Infringement, e 871 Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, filed by
Defendant QWEST. (Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 11/23/2011
(TMA). (Entered: 10/17/2011)

10/17/2011

o]
law]

3.57MB

DECLARATION of Vincent J. Belusko In Support of Opposition to
Plaintiff's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment re 871 Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment by QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1
- US Patent No. 5,287,270, # 2 Exhibit 4 - Rebuttal Expert Rpt of B.
Walton (2/6/2009), # 3 Exhibit 8 - Ashok Depo. Excerpts
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(4/26/2006), # 4 Exhibit 10 - USPTO Office Action (2/24/1993), # 5
Exhibit 12 - USPTO Amendment (7/6/1993))(Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 10/17/2011)

10/17/2011

—

*** SEALED PER 908 ORDER OF 11/23/11 *** SEALED Exhibits
to the Declaration of Vincent J. Belusko In Support of Opposition to
Plaintiff's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, re 871 Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment, filed by Defendant QWEST.
(Attachments: # (1) Exhibit 2 - Ashok Depo Excerpts (11/19/2008), #
(2) Exhibit Grimes Depo Excerpts (3/13/2009), # (3) Exhibit 5 -
Walton Depo Excerpts (3/20/2009), # (4) Exhibit 6 - eBC Technical
Information, # (5) Exhibit 7 - Internal Qwest Communication
(6/24/2004), # (6) Exhibit 9 - Centillion Appeal Brief Excerpts
(2/19/2010), # (7) Exhibit 11, Part One - Xtend Commun. Article
(Feb. 2008), # (8) Exhibit 11, Part Two - Xtend Commun. Article
(Feb. 2008), # (9) Exhibit 13 - Decl of D. Briere, # (10) Exhibit 14 -
Birbeck Depo Excerpts (11/12/2008), # (11) Exhibit 15 - Centillion
Reply Appeal Brief (6/11/2010), # (12) Exhibit 16 - eBC Flow
Diagram)(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 11/23/2011 (TMA).
(Entered: 10/17/2011)

10/17/2011

*#% SEALED PER 908 ORDER OF 11/23/11 *** SEALED
Declaration of Venkat Ashok In Support of Opposition to Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment, re 871 Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment, filed by Defendant QWEST. (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit
A - Welcome Email to Qwest Customers, # (2) Exhibit B - Qwest
Produced Doc Describing Benefit of Qwest Billing Analysis App, #
(3) Exhibit C - Ashok Depo Excerpts (11/19/2008), # (4) Exhibit D -
eBC FAQs, # (5) Exhibit E - Qwest eBC Data Field Layout Chart)
(Belusko, Vincent) Modified on 11/23/2011 (TMA). (Entered:
10/17/2011)

10/17/2011

o0
(O8]

6.28MB

DECLARATION of Venkat Ashok (Exhibit F Only to Ashok
Declaration - Non-confidential) re 892 SEALED Document by
QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit F, Part One - eBill Companion
User Manual, # 2 Exhibit F, Part Two - eBill Companion User
Manual)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 10/17/2011)

10/17/2011

0
~

|

16.28KB

MOTION to Seal Document 891 SEALED Document, 889 SEALED
Document, 892 SEALED Document, filed by Defendant QWEST.
(Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent)
(Entered: 10/17/2011)

10/19/2011

(%]

wn

44.54KB

ORDER granting 878 Motion to Seal; and granting 8835 Motion to
Seal. (See Entry) Signed by Magistrate Judge Denise K. LaRue on
10/19/2011, (TMA) Modified on 10/20/2011 (TMA). (Entered:
10/20/2011)

10/20/2011

o0
(@)

173.53KB

Unopposed MOTION for Extension of Time to November 10, 2011
to file reply to 871 MOTION for Partial Summary Judgment of
Infringement, 880 MOTION for Summary Judgment of Non-
Infringement, filed by Defendant QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
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Proposed Order)(Riley, James) (Entered: 10/20/2011)

10/24/2011

117.56KB

ORDER granting 896 Motion for Extension of Time to File Reply to
11/10/2011 re 880 MOTION for Summary Judgment of Non-
Infringement, 871 MOTION for Partial Summary Judgment of
Infringement. Signed by Magistrate Judge Denise K. LaRue on
10/24/2011. (TMA) (Entered: 10/25/2011)

11/10/2011

o0
[92¢]

*** SEALED PER 909 ORDER OF 11/23/11 *** SEALED
Centillion's Reply to Qwest's Opposition to Centillion's Motion for
Partial Summary Judgment of Infringement, re 871 Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment, filed by Consol Defendant CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Counter Defendant CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
Counter Claimant CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Attachments; # (1) Exhibit 51 -- portion of 2008 Ashok Depo., # (2)
Exhibit 52 -- portion of 2007 Ashok Depo.)(Fowler, Phillip)
Modified on 11/23/2011 (TMA). (Entered: 11/10/2011)

11/10/2011

[o7e]
\O

*** SEALED PER 909 ORDER OF 11/23/11 *** SEALED
Declaration of Dr. Jack D. Grimes in Support of Centillion's Reply to
QOwest's Opposition to Centillion’s Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment of Infringement, re 871 Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment, filed by Consol Defendant CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, Counter Defendant CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
Counter Claimant CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler,
Phillip) Modified on 11/23/2011 (TMA). (Entered: 11/10/2011)

11/10/2011

O
<
[

135.86KB

MOTION to Seal Document 899 SEALED Document, §98 SEALED
Document Centillion's Reply to Qwest's Opposition to Centillion's
Motion for Partial Summary Judgment of Infringement, filed by
Consol Defendant CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Counter
Defendant CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Counter Claimant
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 11/10/2011)

11/10/2011

\O
(es]
—_

|

*** SEALED PER 910 ORDER OF 11/23/11 *** SEALED Reply in
Support of, re 880 Motion for Summary Judgment, 884 SEALED
Document, filed by Defendant QWEST. (Belusko, Vincent) Modified
on 11/23/2011 (TMA). (Entered: 11/10/2011)

11/10/2011

18.40KB

MOTION to Seal Document 901 SEALED Document, filed by
Defendant QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 11/10/2011)

11/21/2011

*** SEALED PER 911 ORDER OF 11/23/11 *** SEALED Sur-
Reply to Qwest's Reply in Support of its Motion for Summary
Judgment of Non-Infringement, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit 1 - Grimes
Dep. 9:18-20:9)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 11/23/2011 (TMA).

A197




(Entered: 11/21/2011)

\O
=

|

51.32KB

MOTION to Seal Document 903 SEALED Document Sur-Reply to
Owest's Reply in Support of Qwest's MSJ of Non-Infringement, filed
by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: #
1 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 11/21/2011)

o
w

|

*+* SEALED PER 912 ORDER OF 11/23/11 *** SEALED Surreply
in Opposition to Centillion Data Systems, LLC's Motion for Partial
Summary Judgment of Infringement, filed by Defendant QWEST.
(Attachments: # (1) Exhibit 1 - Page from Qwest Training Manual, #
(2) Exhibit 2 - Grimes Depo. Excerpts (3/13/2009))(Belusko,
Vincent) Modified on 11/23/2011 (TMA). (Entered: 11/21/2011)

\O
(o)}

|

20.65KB

MOTION to Seal Document 905 SEALED Document, filed by
Defendant QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 11/21/2011)

\O
~

95.48KB

ORDER granting 888 Motion to File Under Seal their Brief, exhibits,
and supporting papers, including the Declaration of Jack Grimes,
with exhibits, offered in opposition to Qwest's Motion for Summary
Judgment of Non-infringement ( 886 and 887 ). Signed by Magistrate
Judge Denise K. LaRue on 11/23/2011. (TMA) (Entered:
11/23/2011)

\O
oo

288.80KB

ORDER granting 894 Motion to File Under Seal its Brief in .
Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for Partial SummaryJudgment of
Infringement, certain exhibits to the Declaration of Vincent J.
Belusko and the Declaration of Venkat Ashok and certain exhibits
thereto in support of its Opposition Brief ( 891 , 892], and 889 ).
Signed by Magistrate Judge Denise K. LaRue on 11/23/2011. (TMA)
(Entered: 11/23/2011)

\O
\O

|

124.04KB

ORDER granting 900 Motion to File Under Seal Centillion's Reply to
Qwest's Opposition to Centillion's Motion for Partial Summary
Judgment of Infringement, along with the exhibits thereto and the
Reply Declaration of Dr. Jack D. Grimes filed in support thereof
(898 and 899 ). Signed by Magistrate Judge Denise K. LaRue on
11/23/2011. (TMA) (Entered: 11/23/2011)

\O
<

110.27KB

ORDER granting 902 Motion to File Under Seal its 901 Reply in
Support of their Motion For Summary Judgment of Non-
infringement. Signed by Magistrate Judge Denise K. LaRue on
11/23/2011. (TMA) (Entered: 11/23/2011)

o
—

61.40KB

ORDER granting 904 Motion to File Under Seal 903 Centillion's
Sur-Reply to Qwest's Reply in Support of Qwest's Motion for
Summary Judgment of Non-Infringement, along with an exhibit.
Signed by Magistrate Judge Denise K. LaRue on 11/23/2011. (TMA)
(Entered: 11/23/2011)

\O
1\

|

ORDER granting 906 Motion to File Under Seal its 905 Surreply In
Opposition To Centillion Data Systems, LLC's Motion For Partial
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[

112.27KB

Summary Judgment Of Infringement and Supporting Exhibits
Thereto. Signed by Magistrate Judge Denise K. LaRue on
11/23/2011. (TMA) (Entered: 11/23/2011)

01/06/2012

O
(P8

|

=
Fa

72.89KB

NOTICE of Change of Law Firm Name by David C. Campbell
(Campbell, David) (Entered: 01/06/2012)

06/15/2012

N
o~

Bl
B

1.36MB

NOTICE of Supplemental Authority, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC (Attachments: # ] Exhibit A (Toshiba Corp.
v. Imation Corp.)) (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 06/15/2012)

06/21/2012

\O
[

o

157.69KB

RESPONSE, re 914 Notice (Other), filed by Defendant QWEST,
Consol Plaintiffs QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION,
QWEST CORPORATION., (Riley, James) (Entered: 06/21/2012)

06/26/2012

\O
N

|

**#* WITHDRAWN PER 919 ORDER OF 7/17/12 *** RESPONSE
(REPLY TO QWEST'S RESPONSE TO CENTILLION'S NOTICE OF
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY), re 914 Notice (Other), 215
Response, filed by Counter Defendant CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on 7/17/2012 (TMA). (Entered:
06/26/2012) .

06/26/2012

O
]

228.89KB

MOTION to Withdraw 916 Response , filed by Counter Defendant
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A --
CORRECTED -- CENTILLION'S REPLY TO QWEST'S
RESPONSE TO CENTILLION'S NOTICE OF SUPPLEMENTAL
AUTHORITY, # 2 Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip)
(Entered: 06/26/2012)

07/09/2012

\O
[e]

66.29KB

MOTION for Leave to File a Sur-Reply to Centillion's Reply In
Support of Its Notice of Supplemental Authority, filed by Defendant
QWEST. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A - Proposed Sur-reply, # 2 Text
of Proposed Order)(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 07/09/2012)

07/17/2012

\O
O

|

96,74KB

ORDER granting 917 Motion to Withdraw 916 Reply to Qwest's
Response to Centillion's Notice of Supplemental Authority. Signed
by Magistrate Judge Denise K. LaRue on 7/17/2012. (TMA)
(Entered: 07/17/2012)

07/17/2012

\D
<

|

99,22KB

REPLY re 914 NOTICE OF SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY, filed
by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (TMA)
(Entered: 07/17/2012)

07/17/2012

Nel

145.04KB

MOTION (Centillion's Renew Motion for Oral Argument on Motions
Jor Summary Judgment), filed by Consol Defendants CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., Counter
Defendant CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Plaintiff
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Counter Claimants
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, CITI GROUP
(HOLDINGS) INC.. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order)
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 07/17/2012)
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09/05/2012

459.05KB

NOTICE of Supplemental Authority, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, re 871 MOTION for Partial Summary
Judgment of Infringement. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A -- Slip
Opinion) (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 09/05/2012)

09/14/2012

54.65KB

RESPONSE to Centillion's Notice of Supplemental Authority, filed
by Defendant QWEST. (Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 09/14/2012)

09/14/2012

360.23KB

NOTICE of Supplemental Authority, filed by Defendant QWEST
(Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A - Mirror Worlds, LLC v, Apple, Inc.)
(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 09/14/2012)

09/20/2012

\O
wn

|

50.83KB

RESPONSE 70 QWEST'S NOTICE OF SUPPLEMENTAL
AUTHORITY, re 924 Notice (Other), filed by Consol Defendant
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 09/20/2012)

09/20/2012

O
o
N

|

95.42KB

RESPONSE re 922 Notice (Other) (CENTILLION'S REPLY TO
OWEST'S RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF SUPPLEMENTAL
AUTHORITY), filed by Consol Defendant CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC, Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 09/20/2012)

09/28/2012

75.69KB

***ORDER IS VACATED PER ORDER OF 10/4/2012***ORDER
denying 871 Motion for Partial Summary Judgment; denying 879
Motion for oral argument; granting 880 Motion for Summary
Judgment; denying 918 Motion for Leave to File sur-reply; denying
921 Motion for oral argument. Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney
on 9/28/2012. (CBU) Modified on 10/4/2012 (CBU). (Entered:
09/28/2012)

10/04/2012

27.44KB

ORDER VACATING re 927 Order. A new amended Order shall
issue within 30 days (on the Courts own motion). Signed by Judge
Larry J. McKinney on 10/4/2012.(CBU) (Entered: 10/04/2012)

10/15/2012

87.57KB

ORDER denying 871 Motion for Partial Summary Judgment;
denying 879 Motion for oral argument; granting 880 Motion for
Summary Judgment; denying 918 Motion for Leave to File
supplemental authority; denying 921 Motion for oral arguments.
Signed by Judge Larry J. McKinney on 10/15/2012. (CBU) (Entered:
10/15/2012)

10/15/2012

\O
[e=]

27.73KB

CLOSED JUDGMENT -The Court granted s/j in favor of defts
Qwest Communications International and Qwest Corp and against
pltf-Centillion Data Systems on pltfs claims that defts infringed US
Patent 5,287,270. Pltf shall take nothing by way of its complt. All
claims having been resolved on the merits, Judgment is entered
accordingly. Each party shall bear its own costs. Signed by Judge
Larry J. McKinney on 10/15/2012.(CBU) (Entered: 10/15/2012)

10/23/2012

\O
—

(OB}

B

172.40KB

MOTION to Amend/Correct Entry of Judgment Dated October 15,
2012, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiff QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of
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Proposed Order)(Riley, James) (Entered: 10/23/2012)

\O
[\S]

|

MOTION for Reconsideration of Entry of Judgment Dated October

15, 2012, filed by Defendant QWEST, Consol Plaintiff QWEST
159.68x8 | COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION. (Attachments: # | Text of
Proposed Order)(Riley, James) (Entered: 10/23/2012)
933 _ | ORDER granting 931 Motion to Amend Entry of Judgment and
2 KB granting 932 Motion for Reconsideration. Signed by Judge Larry J.
' McKinney on 10/30/2012. (CBU) (Entered: 10/31/2012)
934 AMENDED ENTRY OF JUDGMENT - The pitf-shall take nothing
by way of its complt. Deft Qwest is hereby awarded its costs in the
s9.92x8 | amount of $251,245.95 as set forth at docket #830. Signed by Judge
Larry J. McKinney on 10/30/2012.(CBU) (Entered: 10/31/2012)
935 MOTION for Reconsideration re 933 Order on Motion to
Amend/CorrectOrder on Motion for Reconsideration , filed by
136.52¢8 | Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1
Text of Proposed Order)(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 11/05/2012)
936 BRIEF/MEMORANDUM in Support re 935 MOTION for
Reconsideration re 933 Order on Motion to Amend/CorrectOrder on
98.42k8 | Motion for Reconsideration , filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA
SYSTEMS, LLC. (Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 11/05/2012)
937 NOTICE OF APPEAL as to 333 Order on Motion to
Amend/CorrectOrder on Motion for Reconsideration, 929 Order on
Motion for Partial Summary JudgmentOrder on Motion for Summary
JudgmentOrder on Motion for Leave to File, 934 Judgment, filed by
1278 | Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # |,
Exhibit A -- Amended Entry of Judgment, # 2 Exhibit B -- Order
dated 10-15-12, # 3 Exhibit C -- Order dated 10-30-12)(Fowler,
Phillip) (Entered: 11/13/2012)
938 _ | Appeal Fees received $ 455 receipt number IP032790 re 937 Notice
. KB of Appeal filed by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (TMA)
' (Entered: 11/14/2012)
939 FEDERAL CIRCUIT APPEAL INFORMATION SHEET re 937
Notice of Appeal - Instructions for Attorneys - Parties' Short
Record, Instructions, and Designation of Record information
1o2vB | attached. Short Record sent via US Mail to Federal Circuit Court of
Appeals. (TMA) Modified on 11/14/2012 (TMA). (Entered:
11/14/2012)
940 RESPONSE in Opposition re 935 MOTION for Reconsideration re
933 Order on Motion to Amend/CorrectOrder on Motion for
Reconsideration , filed by Defendant QWEST. (Attachments: # 1
72118 | Affidavit Declaration of Vincent J. Belusko ISO Response to

Centillion's Motion to Reconsider, # 2 Text of Proposed Order)
(Belusko, Vincent) (Entered: 11/16/2012)
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11/20/2012

25.77KB

ORDER granting in part and denying in part 935 Motion for
Reconsideration: To the extent the motion asks the Court to review
its prior entry in light of Centillion's arguments, the motion is
granted; to the extent the motion seeks an amendment to the Court's
order on costs the motion is denied. Signed by Judge Larry J.
McKinney on 11/20/2012. (CBU) (Entered: 11/20/2012)

11/30/2012

IS
[\

1.34MB

AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL as to 933 Order on Motion to
Amend/CorrectOrder on Motion for Reconsideration, 929 Order on
Motion for Partial Summary JudgmentOrder on Motion for Summary
JudgmentOrder on Motion for Leave to File, 941 Order on Motion
for Reconsideration, 934 Judgment, filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION
DATA SYSTEMS, LLC. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit A -- Amended
Entry of Judgment, # 2 Exhibit B -- Order dated 10-15-12,#3
Exhibit C -- Order dated 10-30-12, # 4 Exhibit D -- Order on
Plaintiff's Motion to Reconsider)(Fowler, Phillip) Modified on
11/30/2012 (TMA). (Entered: 11/30/2012)

12/03/2012

,

1.04MB

FEDERAL CIRCUIT APPEAL INFORMATION SHEET/SHORT
RECORD re 942 AMENDED Notice of Appeal. (TMA) (Entered:
12/03/2012)

12/03/2012

\O
w

25.35KB

USCA for the Federal Circuit Case Number 2013-1084 for 937
Notice of Appeal filed by CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.
(TMA) (Entered: 12/04/2012)

12/04/2012

\O
=
N

355.58KB

MOTION for Order to Post an Appeal Bond, or in the Alternative, '
Praecipe for Issuance of Writ of Execution, filed by Defendant
QWEST, Consol Plaintiff QWEST COMMUNICATIONS
CORPORATION. (Attachments: # 1 Text of Proposed Order, # 2
Supplement)(Riley, James) (Entered: 12/04/2012)

12/10/2012

\O
(@)%

76.62KB

RESPONSE to Motion re 944 MOTION for Order to Post an Appeal
Bond, or in the Alternative, Praecipe for Issuance of Writ of

Execution , filed by Plaintiff CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.

(Fowler, Phillip) (Entered: 12/10/2012)
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Case 1:04-cv-00073-LIM-DKL Document 1 Filed 01/12/04 Pagel of 6 PagelD # 1

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA

INDIANAPOLIS DIVISION FH.,ED
JAN 1 2 2004

) )
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC ) U.S. CLERK'S OFFIGE
) INDIANAPOLIS :
Plaintiff, ) - INDIANA
)
v. ) Civil Action No.
)
BELLSOUTH CORPORATION, )
CONVERGYS CORPORATION, )
MID AMERICA COMPUTER )
CORPORATION, QWEST, <N J ) -
TELEPHONE DATA SYSTEMS, I g arig/ <} GCVQ & @ 7 5, E j g:’g iﬁ
TRAQ-WIRELESS, INC, ) NS i = ’jTL
)
Defendants, )
)

COMPLAINT FOR PATENT INFRINGEMENT
AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Plaintiff, Centillion Data Systems, LLC (“Centillion”), files this Complaint against
Defendants BellSouth Corporation, Convergys, Mid America Computer Corporation, Qwest,

Telephone Data Systems, Inc, and Trag-Wireless, Inc., and in support thereof, states as follows:

I. JURISDICTION AND VYENUE

1. This is a civil action for patent infringement under the laws of the United States,
35U.S.C. §271 et seq. This Court has original subject matter jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C.
§§1331 (federal question), 1332 (diversity of citizenship), and 1338(a) (patent-exclusive
jurisdiction). '

2. Each Defendant has continuous and systematic contacts with Indiana sufficient to

establish personal jurisdiction over it in this Court. Moreover, each Defendant has infringed
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Case 1:04-cv-00073-LIM-DKL Document 1 Filed 01/12/04 Page 2 of 6 PagelD # 2

Centillion’s patent in Indiana by either making, using, selling or offering to sell infringing
products in Indiana, including but not limited to, marketing infringing products over the internet
and through nationwide marketing efforts. Further, by knowingly inducing others to infringe
Centillion’s patent in Indiana, contributorily infringing with products that reach Indiana, or
shipping infringing products into Indiana through an intermediary or established distribution
channel, each Defendant is subject to specific jurisdiction in Indiana.

3. Venue is proper under 28 U.S.C. §§1391(c) and 1400(b), as on information and
belief, each Defendant is subject to personal jurisdiction in this district. Further, on information
and belief, each Defendant has committed acts of infringement in this district, including

contributorily infringing and/or inducing infringement in this district.

II. THE PARTIES

4. Centillion Data Systems, LLC, is a Delaware corporation having its principal
place of business at 333 North Alabama Street, Indianapolis, Indiana 46204.

5. On information and belief, Defendant BellSouth Corporation (“BellSouth”) is a
Georgia corporation with its principal place of business at 1155 Peachtree Street, N.E., Suite
500, Atlanta, GA 30309-3610. BellSouth conducts business in Indiana.

6. On information and belief, Defendant Convergys Corporation (“Convergys”) is a
Ohio corporation with its principal place of business at 201 E. Fourth Street, Cincinnati, OH
45202. Convergys conducts business in Indiana.

7. On information and belief, Defendant Mid America Computer ‘Corporation
(“MACC”) is a Nebraska corporation with its principal place of businéss at 111 Admiral Drive,

P.O. Box 700, Blair, NE 68008-0700. MACC conducts business in Indiana, has registered to do
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business in Indiana, and has designated its registered agent for service of process as Lante K.
Earnest, 135 N. Pennsylvania Street, #2100, Indianapolis, IN 46204.

8. On information and belief, Defendarﬁ Qwest is a Colorado corporation with its
principal place of business at 1801 California Street, Suite 3800, Denver, CO 80202,

9, On information and belief, Defendant Telephone Data Systems (“TDS”) is a
Tllinois corporation with its principal place of business at 8410 W. Bryn Mawr, Suite 700,
Chicago, IL 60631-3486. TDS conducts business in Indiana. |

10.  On information and belief, Defendant Trag-Wireless, Inc. is a Texas corporation
with its principal place of business at 8300 N. Mopac Expressway, Austin, TX 78759. Trag-
Wireless conducts business in Indiana, has registered to do business in Indiana, and has
designated its registered agent for service of process as National Registered Agents, 320 N.
Meridian Street, Indianapolis, IN 46204.

11. The amount in controversy is in excess of $75,000, exclusive of interest and costs.

12, Upon information and belief, each Defendant is offering for sale, selling, making,
and using all or a material part of an infringing method and system for electronic billing,
processing, reporting and analysis of telephone charges and/or actively inducing infringement

and/or contributorily infringing in this district and elsewhere.

III. INFRINGEMENT OF U.S. PATENT NO. 5,287,270

13. - On February 15, 1994, the United States Patent and Trademark Office duly and
legally issued United States Letters Patent No. 5,287,270 (the “*270 Pgtent”), entitled “Billing
System,” to Compucom Communications Corp. (Compucom Cb'mmuﬂications Corp. was
renamed Centillion Data Systems, Inc, and the ‘270 Patent was assigned to Centillion, the

plaintiff in this matter). A true and correct copy of the ‘270 Patent is attached as Exhibit A.
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14.  Oninformation and belief, each Defendant has infringed the ‘270 Patent in this
district and elsewhere by making, using, offering for sale, or selling a method and system for
electronic billing, processing, reporting, and analysis of telephone charges and/or has actively
induced infringement and/or has contributorily infringed and will continue to do so unless
enjoined by the Court.

15.  Centillion has placed the required statutory notice on the diskettes containing the
system and utilizing the method covered by the ‘270 Patent,

16.  Each Defendant has knowingly, wilifully, and deliberately infringed the 270
Patent in conscious disregard of Centillion’s rights, making this case exceptional within the
meaning of 35 U.S.C. §285 and justifying treble damages pursuant to 35 U.S.C. §284.

17.  Oninformation and belief, each Defendant will continue to infringe the ‘270
Patent, causing immediate and irreparable harm unless this Court enjoins and restrains its
activities. |

18.  Om information and belief, the infringement by each Defendant has and will
deprive Centillion of sales, profits, royalties, and other related revenue which Centillion would
have made or would enjoy in the future, has injured Centillion in other respects, and will cause

Centillion added injury and damage, including loss of sales, profits, royalties and other related

revenue in the future unless each Defendant is enjoined from infringing Centillion’s ‘270 Patent.

IV. JURY DEMAND

19. Pursuant to Rule 38 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Centillion demands

that the issues in this case be tried by ajury.

V. PRAYER FOR RELIEF.

WHEREFORE, Centillion respectfully requests this Court to:
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1. Enter judgment for Centillion that U.S. Patent No. 5,287,270 is valid, enforceable,
and have been infringed by the Defendants;
2. Issue a permanent injunction restraining the Defendants, their directors, officers,

agents, employees, successors, subsidiaries, assigns, and all persons acting in privity or in

concert or participation with the Defendants from the continued infringement, direct or
contributory, or active inducement of infringement by others, of U.S. Patent No. 5,287,270,

3 Direct the Defendants to file with this Court, and to serve on Centillion, a written
report under oath setting forth in detail the manner and form in which each Defendant has
complied with the injunction;

4. Order Defendants to account for and to pay to Centillion its actual damages
suffered by reason of its infringement of United States Patent No. 5,287,270 and that such
damages be trebled due to Defendants’ deliberate, willful, and knowing conduct;

5. Order Defendants to pay Centillion its costs, expenses, and fees, including
reasonable attorneys’ fees pursuant to 35 U.S.C. §285, and pre-judgment and post-judgment
interest at the maximum rate allowed by law; anci | i‘

6. Grant Centillion such other and further relief as the Court may deem just and
proper.

Respectfully submitted,
BINGHAM IEL
By: A@j’;@/
DAVID C. CAMPBELL -
HAMISH COHEN -
2700 Market Tower Building
- 10 West Market Stre

Indianapolis, IN 46204-4900
(317) 635-8500

A208



Case 1:04-cv-00073-LIM-DKL Document 1 Filed 01/12/04 Page 6 of 6 PagelD #: 6

BLANK ROME LLP
MATTHEW J. SIEMBIEDA
GRANT S. PALMER

One Logan Square
Philadelphia, PA 19103-6299
(215) 569-5500

BLANK ROME LLP

VICTOR M. WIGMAN
MICHAEL C. GREENBAUM
PETER S. WEISSMAN

600 New Hampshire Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20037

(202) 772-5800

Attorneys for Plaintiff, Centillion Data Systems,
LLC

Dated: January 12, 2004

839825
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BILLING SYSTEM

This application is a continuation of application Ser,
No. 07/393,699 filed Aug. 14, 1989.

REFEREI;T CE TO MICROFICHE APPENDIX

A Microfiche Appendix to this patent application,
comprising 5 shests of microfiche, contains 454 frames
of computer program listings illustrating a preferred
embodiment of the computer software code contem-
plated by the invention disclosed herein.

" FIELD OF THE INVENTION

This invention relates generally to billing systems,
and more particularly to systems for processing and
displaying, under the control of a service customer,
usage and cost information for services rendered to a
customer by a service provider such as a telecommuni-
cations company, credit card company, or the like.

The invention relates particularly to systems for pro-
cessing and dispieying, under the control of a telecom-
munications service customer, usage and cost informa-
tion for telecommunications services rendered o the
customer by g telecommunications service provider,
and to systems for providing telecommunications bill-
ing information in a form compatible with popularly
available personal computers and popularly available
personal computer operating systems and database man-
agement programs to permit selection, processing and
display of usage and cost information under control of
the telecommunications customer.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

Telecommunications costs have become 2 major ex-
pense for many large businesses and other organiza-
tions. Today's competitive business climate requires
immediate communications between components of an
organization and between the organization and its sup-
pliers and customers. This need alone has produced
over the last twenty years-a dramatic increase in the use
of traditional telecommunications services such as ordi-
nary switched telephone service, leased-line telephone
service and telex, typically provided by wireline com-
mon carriers. In addition, many non-traditional modes
of electronic communications, such as facsimile and a
variety of computer networking schemes use, as & trans-
mission medium, either traditional or new telecommuni-
cations services offered by wireline carriers.

Organizations are under great pressure to reduce
telecomununications costs while continuing to make
available to their personnel and correspondents tele-
communications services of acceptable quality and
quantity. In order to minimize costs, attention is increas-
ingly focused on analysis and processing of call-detail
recards to discover waste, unauthorized use, and sav-
ings opportunities which may arise from more efficient
selection of carrier facilities.

For example, Iengthy calls from a particular station
may indicate inappropriate or inefficient use of the tele-
phone by authorized personnel. A large number of calls
to a particular geographical region may indicate that
eased lines or tie-lines are economically justified. Since
piany tefecommunications services are priced on a dis-
tance- and time-of-day-sensitive basis, and since several
relecommunications carriers provide differing calling
and volume discount plans, customers may avail them-
selves of additional savings opportunities by appropri-

—
<

—
[

2

ately routing traffic over the lowest cost facilities and
by contracting for special discounts based on usage
information ‘obtained from such analyses. A further
requirement for call-detail record processing is to per-
mit large organizations to pass along telecommunica-
tions charges to the originating department or other
internal unit. . .

Such analysis end processing is hampered, because
even large-volume telecommunications customers typi-
cally now receive a paper bill itemizing long-distance
calls and other telecommunications charges by originat-
ing station. This paper bill is often the exclusive means
by which the customer may obtain detailed information
concerning telephone calls and other transactions from
which charges arise. Further analysis is usually not

_ provided by the carzier.

40

w
b

60

In order to process snd ansalyze call-detal informa-
tion on their own, customers have adopted 2 variety of
techniques, but each of these has significant disadvan-
tages. The information on a bill may be analyzed using
non-automated methods, but these methods are not
feasible for large customers, and even for the smallest
customers are extremely expensive and error-prone,
Since automated processing is preferred, some custom-
ers manually key-punch or machine-scan the paper bill
into a computer system. While this approach somewhat
reduces the cost of the analysis, the dsta entry steps
remain expensive and error-prone.

Other customers may receive from the carrier a2 ma-
chine-readable tape containing call-detail records, but
to the Inventors’ knowledge these tapes either carry
unrated call information (j.e. the records do not include
the cost of the call) or lack certain rating details without
which it is impossible to exactly reconcile information
on the tape with the paper bill. In addition, the type of
tape media used, and the manner in which the informa-
tion is organized on such tapes, require that an expes-
sive mainframe-class computer be used to anslyze the
data. . . .
Apparatus has also been developed which may be
continuously connected to each outgoing station, tele-
phone line or similar facility used by the ctstomer and
which records certain details concerning every outgo-
ing transaction or call made over that facility, The re-
cords thereby produced may then be processed by a
computer to apply an appropriate rating algorithm and
arrive at an approximate cost for each transaction.
However, since the customer’s recording equipment is
not identical to the equipment nsed by the carrler to
acquire call-detail records, some discrepancies are vir-
tually sure to oceur, and these discrepancies will be
propagated to the final results of the analysis. In addi-

tion, since the carrier's calling plans and tariffs may

change frequently, a great.deal of effort is required on
the part of the customer to maintain up-to-date and
otherwise accurate rating algorithms for processing the
records.

Accordingly, the need-exists for a system which pro-
vides to large-volume telecommunications customers

‘the ability to conveniently and affordably analyze and

manipulate call-detsil and other telecommunications
transaction information by computer, and which pro-
vides results which exactly torrespond with the infor-
mation printcd on the customer’s paper bill

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

This invention contemplates a system combining
standard data processing hardware and specially de-
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signed software for distributing to large-volume tele-
communjcations or other service customers telephone
bills, credit card bills, and the like on diskettes compati-
ble with commonly available small and inexpensive
personal computers for customer-directed display and
in-depth anatysis. In brief, telocommunications or other
service custormers wishing to receive a diskette tele-
phone or credit card bill subscribe for this service with
their carrier or credit card company. A participating
telecommunications carrier or credit card company
(more generslly: a “service provider,” or simply *pro-
vider) extracts from its data processing facilities appro-
priately selected billing information for such subscriber.
The provider then supplies this information to a “pro-
cessor”, who, according to the invention, segregates the
billing data by subscrber, appropriately preprocesses
the billing data to produce a variety of in-depth billing

4
the provider itself or perhaps even by a large corporate
subscriber.
In the specific case of telephone billing, the bulk of
the billing information used or supplicd by & telecom-

5 munications carrier to the third-party processor for the

purpose of preparing customer bills would consist of
telephone-call-detail records including 2 carrier-
assigned customer identification code, the originating
station number, the called station number, a billing code

10 classifying the type of call {e.g., night, evening or day},

the length. of the call, and the actual billed cost of the
call according to the carrier’s tariffs, volume discounts,
and other billing plans. The cirrler provides additional
billing records to account for equipment rental charges,

15 monthly service fees, payments, adjustments, taxes, and

analyses in the form of graphs and summary reports,

and reorganizes both raw and analyzed billing data into
an optimal format for storage, manipulation, and display
on commonly-available personal computers. The *pro-
cessor”’ writes this information onto one or more dis-
kettes compatible with the subscriber's persanal com-
puter, and distributes these diskettes to the subscriber.
The subscriber, using an inexpensive personal computer
and compatible software according to the invention,
can display end analyze the telephone bill with greater
efficiency, accuracy and flexibility than possible using
the conventional paper bill. By appropriately selecting
the billing information obtained from the service pro-
vider, the invention provides a telephone, credit card or
other bill on diskette which is exactly reconciled with
the paper bill.

One aspect of the invention includes an application
software package, capable of running on a small com-
puter (such as an IBM Personal Computer or compati-
bie computer), which under the direction of the user
can:

1. display the telephone bill {or selected subsets

thercof) in its ordinary (paper-like) format;

2. display the bill (or sefected subsets thereof) sorted
in non-conventiona! order (e.g. call detail records
sorted by length of call);

3. display a variety of preprocessed summary reports
and graphs useful in analyzing telecommunications
costs; and

4, display non-preprocessed reports according to
user-formulated ad-hoc queries.

The information listed above may also be printed or
wrttent to a disk file in the user's computer for further
processing by other software, such as a commercially
avajlable databasz management program which runs on
an IBM-compatible personal computer. Information
displayed by the inventive customer software is exactly
reconciled with that printed on the customer’s paper bill
through means described below.

Another aspect of the invantion involves the pse of
appropriate method steps and apparatus and control
software for obtaining appropriate billing mformation
from carriers and physically rearranging this informa-
tion in such a manner that it is optimally pre-processed
snd reformatted into a form appropriate for efficient
and rapid use in subscribers’ personal computers, and
writing the information in this format on compatible
diskettes containing for distribution to subscribers

These functions may be performed by a third party
processor engaged in the business of providing such
services to service providers and their subscribers, or by

any other ifems affecting the amount billed to the cus-
tomer.

According to the invention, the processor receives a
subscriber’s billing records from the carrier at a stage in

20 the carrer’s ordinary billing process after the carrier

has posted to the subscriber’s account all charges and
credits, has petformed all billing-related calculations for
that subscriber, and is ready to print a paper bill. By
selecting this specific stage of carrier bill processing

25 from which to extract billing information, the mvention

ensures that the information supplied on disketle will

exactly correspend to that on the paper bill.
Extensive processing is required to put the informa-

tion received from a cartrier into an optimal form for vse

30 on & personzl computer. According to the invention,

this processing is divided into two stages.

The first stage reformats data received from the car-
rier, segregates the records pertaining to each sub-
scriber, analyzes billing data for each subscriber to gen-

15 erate a variety of preprocessed summary reports and

graphs, and organizes the data into a table format suit-
able for loading into the particular database system used
to manage this data on the subscriber’s personal com-
puter, In practice, since it is expected that the processcr

40 will receive a large number of records from carriers and

the analysis performed on these records is extensive,
this first stage of processing would be preferably per-
formed on a mainframe-class compiter, and is accord-
ingly referred to hereafier as “mainframe processing.”

45 The second stage of processing receives the informa-

tion processed. by the first stage, compresses this infor-
mation into a more space-efficiént format, for each sub-
scriber writes this inforpiation on a diskette compatible
with that subscriber’s personal computer, and-generates

50 quality-contro] information useful in managing and

tracking the production of diskette bills. These second-
stage functions can be performed on a8 network of PC-

class computers and is accordingly referred 1o heresfter .

as “PC processing.”

55 Once diskette bills are produced‘in the “PC Process-

ing” system, the resulting diskettes are mailed to cus-
tomers who may use PCcompatible software accord-
ing to the invention (the “user application™) to display
and analyze their bill. When the user receives the dis-

60 kettes, the information thereon must be decompressed

[

and loaded into a PC database using facilities provided
by a user application program according to the inven-
tion. This user application preferably uses commerciaily
available database software, such as “RBASE", a popu-
lar database package available for IBM-PC-compatible
computers, to manage the billing records received on
diskette. Except for a small amount of historical infor-
mation used for certain graphs and summary reports,

(v
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the database can contain only one “bill" at any time,
When a new bill is received, the previous bill may be .
archived to & non-databese file (flat file) on the user’s
disk for convenient retrieval. The new bill then replaces
the old bill in the user application database. 5
When writing information into the database, the user
application employs commercially available software
routines, such as RBASE-specific database interface
routines. When reading information from the database,
the user application either uses the commercially avail- 10
able interface routines, or & sct of proprietary tree tra-
versal routines (d;sclosed in the Microfiche Appendix)
which substantially improve retrieval efficiency whea
reading sorted data from keyed tables. Thus, while the
user application stores information in & database accord- 15
ing to the RBASE storage model, the RBASE program
per se is not required. However, a customer who hap-
pens to own a copy of RBASE could use it to obtain
information from the database in ways not provided by
the user application. 20

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

These and other features of this invention will be best
understood by reference to the following detailed de-
scription of a preferred embodiment of the invention, 25
taken in conjunction with the accompanying drawings,
in which:

FIG. 1 is a block diagram showmg an overview of the
data flow in a telephone billing system according to the
present invention; 30

FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2 are a block diagram showing an
overview of the data flow in the “Mainframe Process-
ing” segment of the system of FIG. 1;

F1G. 3is a block diagram showing an overview of the
data flow in the *PC processing” segment of the system 35
of FIG. 1;

FIG. 4 is a block diagram showing an overview of the
data flow in the “User Application” segment of the
system of FIG. 1;

FIG, 5 is a flow chart of the “main processing sec- 40
tion” for a first processing program designated
TPSB010 which is used in the “Mainframe Pracessing”
segment of FIG. 2;

FIGS. 6-1 and 6-2 are & flow chart of the “initializa-
tion™ section for the aforesaid first processing program 45
used in the “Mainframe Processing” segment of FIG. 2;

FIGS. 7-1 and 7-2 are 2 flow chart of the “input data
editing™ section for the first processing program used in
the “Mainframe Processing™ segment of FIG. 2;

FIG. 8 is a flow chart of the “call detail accumula- 50
tion” section for the first processing program used in
the “Mainframe Processing™ segment of FIG. 2;

FIG. 9 is a flow chart of the “station number break
processing” section for the first processing program
used in the “Mainframe Processing” segment of FIG. 2; 55

FIG. 10 is a flow chart of the “customer break pro-
cessing” section for the first pracessing program used in
the “Mainframe Processing” segment of FIG. 2;

FIG. 11 is & flow chart of the “end-of-file processing”
section for the first processing program used in the &0
“Mainframe Processing” segment of FIG. 2;

FIG. 12 is a flow chart of the “main processing”
section for a second processing program designated
TPSB020 which is used in the “Mainframe Processing”
segment of FIG. 2; 65

FIQ. 13 is a flow chart of the “initialization” section
for the aforesaid second processing program used in the
“Mainframe Processing” segment of FIG. 2,

6

FIG. 14 is a flow chart of the “erroneous castomer
data rejection” section for the second processing pro-
gram used in the ‘“‘Mainframe Processing” segment of
FIG. %

F1GS. 15-1 and 15-2 are a flow chart of the “write PC
transfer tape records” section for the second processing
program used in the “Mainframe Processing” segment
of FIG. %

FIG. 16 is & flow chart of the *“end-of-file processing”
section for the second processing program used in the
“Mainframe Processing” segment of FIG. 2;

FI1GS. 17-1 and 17-2 arc & flow chart of 2 program
used in the “PC Processing” segment of FIG. 3 for
reading a mainframe-produced tape;

FIGS. 18-1 and 18-2 are a flow chart of a program
used in the “PC Processing™ segment of FIG. 3 for
Toading billing data onto PC-compatible diskettes;

. FIG. 19 is a flow chart of 2 program used in the “PC
Processing” segment of FIG. 3 for creating a main-
frame-readable export tape;

FIG. 20 is a flow chart of the “main-menu” section
for a ¢customer-service file maintenance program which
can be used in the “PC Processing” network of FIG. 3;

FIG. 21 is a flow chart of the “add new carrier”
section for a customer-service file maintenance program
of FIG. 2¢;

FIG. 22 is a flow chart of the “edit existing carrier”
section for the customer-service file maintenance pro-
gram of FIGS. 20 and 21;

FIG. 23 is a flow chart of the “add new customer”
section for the customer-service file maintenance pro-
gram of FIGS. 20-22;

FIG. 24 is a flow chart of the “edit existing customer”
scction for the customer-service file maintenance pro-
gram of FIGS. 20-23;

FIG. 25 is a flow chart of the “display errors” section
for the customer-service file maintenance program of
FIGS. 20-24; )

FI1G. 26 is a flow chart of the “display reports” sec-
tion for the customer-service file maintenance program
of FIGS. 20°25;

"FIG. 27 is a flow chart of the “system mainienance™
section for the customer-service file maintenance pro-
gram of FIGS. 20-26;

FIGS. 28-1 and 28-2 are a flow chart of the “main
menu” section for the aforsaid “User Application™
program of FIG. 4;

FIGS. 29-1and 29-2areis a ﬂow chart of the "“display
billing inquiry” section for the “User Application” pro-
gram of FIG, 4; FIGS. 30A-1, 30A-2, and 30B are flow
charts of the “dispiay call detail” subsection of the “dis-
play billing inquiry™ section for the “User Application™
program of FIG. 4;

FIGS. 31A-1,.31A-2 and 31-B are flow charts of the
“display call summary"” subsection of the “display bill-
ing inquiry” section for the “User Application” pro-
gram of FIG. 4;

FIG, 32 is a flow chart of the “graph data™ section for
the “User Application” program of FIG. 4;

FIG. 33-1 and 332 arc 2 flow chart of the “graph
historical usage™ subsection of the “graph data” section
for the “User Application” program of FIG. 4;

FIG. 34-1 and 34-2 zre a flow chart of the “graph
hourly call distribution” subsection of the “graph data”
section for the “User Application Program™ segment of
FIG. 4;
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FIGS. 35-1 and 35-2 are a flow chart of the “system
utilities” section for the “User Application” program of
FIG. 4;
FIGS. 36-1 angd 36-2 are 2 flow chart of the “lcad new
data” subsection of the “system utilities” section for the
“User Application Program” segment of FIG. 4.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE
PREFERRED EMBODIMENT

Overall System Summary

The mainframe processing aspect of the mvention
involves four major activities: a first sort, an editing ind
table accumulation program, & sacond sort, and transfer
tape production program. The billing information mey
be reccived from one of more telccommunications cars
riers via magnetic tape, disk, or data communications
lines (referred -to hereafer for simplicity as “billing
tapc” or simply “tape”). The information Is received in
formats roughly corresponding to the logical record
layouts according to which that information s stored in
each carrier’s data processing facilities. Because this
information will be obtained from the carrier as unstruc-
tured (flat-file) dumps of their accounting databases,
records for a particular customer may appear in several
files and consequently may be widely distributed along
the tape. Therefore, in the first sort, the system first
sorts all billing data received on the carrier tape by
customer identification code and originating station
number to group all records for a specific customer
together.
"The editing and table accumulanou program per-
forms the bulk of the mainframe processing work. This
program handles the entire set of records received on
the carrier tape in one pass, processing one record at a
time. Since these records have been previously sorted
by customer identification code and originating station
number, each record is edit-checked .to ensure that the
appropriate type of data is contained in each field. Since
the invention contemplates recciving billing informa-
tion from multiple carrers, 3 generic intermal record
format is defined, to which each billing record received
from various telecommunications carriers is converted
according to a carrier-specific algorithm. For most
records in the input stream (and particulsrly call-detaf]
records), the editing and table accumulation program
generates a corresponding output record in the generic
format. In addition, this program sccumulates data to
produce for each customer a variety of precaleulated
summary reports and graphs which are included on the
diskette bill and are thus available for display on the
user's parsonal computer with minimal sdditional per-
sonal computer processing. These Include the follow-
g: .
number of cells, length, and total call cost for each
accounting or project code;
number of calls, length, and total cost for day, eve-
ning and night calls for each carrier;

number of calls, length, and total cost of calls of each
call type;

number of calls, length, and total cost for day, eve-
ning, and night calls to cach terminating area code;

number of calls, length, and total cost for calls of each
product type (i.e. carrier’s marketing plan);

number of calls, length, and total cost for day, eve.
ning, and night calls from ezch site or location
identifier;
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number of calls, fength, and total cost for calls made
from each ongmaung station and authorization
code;
graphs showlng historical usage by month; and
s greph showing number of calls made by hour of the
day. :
While these tables could be generated om the sub-
scriber’s personal computer by conventional methods
using information present in call-detail records without

10 the mainframe preprocessing contemplated by this ini-

vention, this would require a time-consuming front-to-
back scan of the entire contents of the datebase. By
preprocessing these tables on & computer with greater
processing and storage resources, the present invention

15 optimally makes the most commonly-needed reports

and grephs immediately available upon the user’s re-
quest, at the relauvcly modest expense of additional
mainframe processing and sdditional PC database stor-
age requirsments.

20 In order to pass the preprocessed report information

along to the user’s personsl computer via the diskette
bill, the editing and teble accurhulation program gener-
stes new information records in eddition to those from
the input stream which are merely edited and reformat-

25 ted. The ultimate tasget of the carrier-supplied billing

information is a database locsted on the user's personal
computer, which database is organized, at the logicsl
level, into 2 number of tables. To permit subsequent
processing steps to identify the informition contained in

30 records, each record which is outputted by the editing

and table accumulation program has a record-type iden-
tifier, specifying the particular database table to which
the record belongs.

Two additional sctivities are performed during the

35 mzinframe processing segment to prepare the data for

transfer to a “PC Processing” network. After the edit-
ing and table accumulation program has completed, a
second sorting step sorts the output file by customer
identification code and record-type identifier to place

40 the records in an optimat order for creating diskette bills

and for loading the information on the diskette into the
database on the user’s personal computer. At this point,
a file exists on the “mainframe” computer in which, for
each customer whose billing information appeared on
5 the carrier billing tape, all records are grouped consecu-
tively, and among the records for a particular customer,
all records of a‘specific type are grouped consecutively.
A transfer tape production program adds control re-
cords expected by the “PC Processing” software at the

50 beginning and end of this file, and surrounding the data

for each carvier, customer, and table within the file, The
outpns of the traasfer tape production program is then
written to a tape which will be transported to the “PC
Processing™ network,

. In order for the customer to display and further ana-
lyze this edited and preprocessed information using the
customer’s personal computer, it must be placed on
PC-compatible diskettzs. According to the invention,
the production of such diskettes is optimally performed

60 using a network of PC<lass computers, The diskette

production scgment is therefore referred to as “PC
processing,”

The “PC Processing” n:twork reads the tape con-
taining mainframe-processed billing records, and for

65 each customer represented thereon produces one or

more diskettes compatible with the customer’s personal
computer and containing that customer's telephone bilt
information. The network is preferably implemented

.
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using commercially available IBM Token-Ririg hard-
ware and Novelle network software, A Tape Controller
PC (TCPC) with a disk drive and a 9-track tape drive is
used to read the tapes produced by the mainframe. Two
File Server PC's (FSPC's) with large disk drives tempo-
rarily store billing information read from mainframe
tapes until diskette bills have been successfully pre-
pared. Also stored on the FSPC's is 3 master database
used to track tapes and diskette bills which have been
prepared by the system. Several Loader Controller PCs
(LCPC's), each controlling an automated diskette
loader, manage production of diskette bills, The auto-
mated diskette loader includes a diskette drive con-
rected to the LCPC and a mechanical arrangement
controlled by the LCPC which can insert and remove
diskettes without operator assistance,

The “PC Processing” network operates under the
control of several programs which manage the produc-
tion of diskette bills. A transfer tape transcription pro-
gram reads information from the mainframe-produced
transfer tape. For each tape read, an entry identifying
the tape is placed in the master database. For each cus-
tomer found on the tape, the transfer tape transcription
program looks up the customer’s record in the master
database to determine which size and capacity diskette
that customer requires, The transfer tape transcription
program then determines- which of the sutomated dis-
kette loaders is capable of producing that diskette, and
identifies the least busy loader, The transfer tape tran-
scription program obtains the next available disk con-
trol number (DCN) (a tracking nomber uniquely and
serially assigned to each set of diskettes produced by the
system) from the master database. The transfer tape
transcription program then copies all the data for the
current customer from the tape onto a file server subdi-
rectory assigned to the identified loader. The transfer.
tape transcription program makes a number of house-
keeping entries in various database tables and begins
processing the next customer’s data from the mainframe
1ape.

On each loader controller PC, ar automated loader
control program manages the actual production of dis-
kette bills. The antomated loader control program con-
tinually examines the file server subdirectory assigned
to the automated diskette loader it controls. When the
automated loader control program finds a file in this
subdirectory, it copies the file onto a disk in the loader
controller PC, applying a data compression algorithm,
Data compression reduces the number of diskettes
which must be produced for customers with large num-
bers of call-detail records. In addition, compression
enhances security, since without facilities provided by
the user application on the customer’s personal com-
puter, the information would be difficult to decode. The
sutomated loader control program then copies the com-
pressed data onto one or more diskettes, instructing the
automated loader to insert and remove diskettes as re-
quired. When the automated loader control program
finishes preparing diskettes for & particular customer, it
automatically examines its assigned file server subdirec-
tory to determine if files for additional customers are
available,

The master database on the “PC processing” network
maintains an inventory of tapes received, diskettes pro-
duced, and other customer-service related information.
A package of inquiry and update programs is available
to customer service agents enabling them to maintain
and query this database. When new customers subscribe

—
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to the service, entries are made in the master database.
An export tape production program extracts certain
customer information from this database (particularly
the customer’s carrier-assigned identification number
and a separate customer ID azssigned by the “proces-
sor”) to produce an export tape which may be sent to
the mainframe computer to update customer databases
which may be stored thereon

Detailed System Description

FIG. 1 is a data flow overview of a gystem in accor-
dance with this invention for distributing PC-compati-
ble diskette telephone bills to large-volume telecommu-
nications ‘customers. In brief, telephone. communica-
tions customers 24 wishing to receive diskette telephone
bills subscribe for this service with their telephone car-

-rier 10. Participating carriers 10 provide -appropriately

selected billing information 12 for such all participating
subscribers to a “processor’” company 13 which, ac-
cording to one aspect of the invention, segreghtes-the
billing data by subscriber, performs a mainframe com-
puter preprocessing step 14 to produce a variety of
in-depth billing analyses in the form of graphs and sum-
mary reports 16, and reorganizes both raw and analyzed
billing data into an optimal format 18 for siorage, ma-
nipulation, and display an commoanly available personal
computers (referred to herein as “PC's"). The processor
13 then performs 2 PC processing step 20 which writes
this information onto one or more diskettes 22 which
are compatible with the subscriber’s personal computer,
and distributes these diskettes to the subscribers 24,
Then the subscriber, using an inexpensive personal
computer 25 and PC-compatible software according to
another aspect of the invention, can display and analyze
a telephone bill with greater efficiency and flexibility
than possible using the conventional paper bill. By ap-
propriately selecting the billing information 12 which is
obtained from the subscriber’s cartier, however, the
invention provides a telephone bill on diskette which is
exactly reconciled with a standard paper bill supplied
by the carrier.

The PC aspect of the invention includes an applica-
tion software package, capable of running on an IBM-
PC-compatible computer 25 and capable (under the
direction of the end user) of: [) displaying the telephone
bill or any portions of the telephone bill in its ordinary
or paper bill format; 2) displaying the bill or selected
portions of the bill sorted in 8 non-conventional order
(for example, call detail records sorted by leagth of
call); 3) displaying a varjety of pre-processed summary
reports and graphs useful in analyzing the subscriber's

_ telecommunications costs; and 4) displaying non-pre-

60

processed reports according to user-formulated ad-hoc
Query requests,

But extensive processing is required to put the infor-
mation 12 received from the carrier into an aptimal
form for use in a personal computer 25, and it is this
processing which is carried out on the mainframe class
computer 14. The steps of obtaining and rearranging
appropriate billing information obtained from the car-
rier 10 are outlined in FIGS, 2-1 and 2-2, which is a
block diagram showing an overview of the data flow in
the “mainframe processing' segment 14 of FIG. 1.

Mainframe Processing

FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2 illustrates a batch program in
which billing information from one or more telecorn-
munications carriers 10 is received via magnetic media
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or lelephone ‘communications channels in formats
roughly corresponding to the logical record layouts
according to which the information is presently stored

in each carrier’s data processing facilities. Approprate
data is selected from the carrier’s accounting databases 5
and written to tape 46 in an unstructured, flat-file for-
mat, The invention contemplates that the records for
any given communications customer will most likely
appear in several files in 4 non-serial fashion and conse-
quently will be widely distributed along the length of 10
the tape. Accordingly, a program TPSBOIQ is responsi-
ble for retrieving the information from the tape and
performing an extensive and complex meinframe pro-
cessing procedure in order to reduce the information to
2 form which is sufficiently compsct and compatible to
be subsequently manipulated on 2 personal computer.

The operation of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2 first performs &
sort 48 on the entire input data from tape 44 to produce
an intermediate file 50 containing the original informa-
tion rearranged in customer number and station number 20
order. In step 52 a pumber identifying the telecommuni-
cations carrier for which the bills ar to be produced is
read. It is cantemplated that this information will be
retrieved from either an operator’s console; an 80-
column card, or any other suitable input device. The 25
TBSBO010 program shown in step $4 edits and reformats
the data into a format that the target PC 25 can process,
The processing in step 54 contemplates that abort mes-
sages and other operator response or intervention can
take place during processing as indicated by step §6. All 30
edit error information and balance control information
is compiled in a report 16A, which is a portion of the
report output 16 of FIG.

As a result of processing step 54, records in a.format
designated *PCdata," customer numbers with invalid 35
data, and balance control information all move to re-
spective temporary storage files on respective data stor-
age disks 1, 2, and 3, as shown by steps 60, 68 and 70. In
addition to reformatting the original billing records,
program TPSBO1Q accumulates summary reports and 40
graphs for each customer and incorporates this data as
additional records in file 60. Each record outputted by
program TPSBO10 includes 2 numeric record type jden-
tifier. SORT 2 {(step 62) reorganizes the records in inter-
mediate file 60 by customer number and record type, 45
placing the results into temporary file 64. For cach
customer, all records of a particular type are now
grouped together. :

The data in temporary files 64, 68 and 70 is used by a
second mainframe program known as TPSB020 as indi- 50
cated by step 66. The latter is designed to converi the
data into a PCcompatible data stream which is then
stored on a S-track tape medivm in step 72 During the
processing indicsted in step 66 abort messages may be
received as shown by step 74. On completion of the 3
processing by program TBSB020 and writing of the
final data to the S-track tape, all ‘edit error information
and balance control information is compiled as reports
16B, which corresponds to a portion of the reports -
indicated 4t 16 in FIG. 1. &0

Attention is directed next to FIG. 3 which is a block
diagram overview of the data flow in the “PC process-
ing™ segment 20 of FIG, 1. The PC processing system
has a tape reader 78 which reads the 9-track tape that
was prepared in step 72 of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2. The out- 6
put of the tape reader 78 is fed 10 a TCPC (Tape Con-
troller PC) 86, which conld be an IBM PC AT class
machine, PS/2, or equivalent product having a 20-
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megabyte hard disk drive 81, Upon resding the tape
information the PC 80 drives printer 82 to prepare an
identification label for each individual customer dis-
kette. The PC 80 also drives a second printer 84 which
prepares mailing labels for the individual customers’
diskettes.

PC 80 stores the data received from the reader 78 on
z local prez network 83 which includes one or more
FSPCs (file server PCs), such as a file server #1, desig-
nated 84, and a file terver #2. designated 86. This local
area network may employ any standard local area net-
wark architecture appropriate for micro-class comput-
ers such gs a ring, token ring, or other distributive area
network system. It is also conteraplated that this Jocal
area metwork will be driven by doftware commonly
available for local area networks, such as that produced
by such companies as Novelle and 3-Com. -

For esch customer, billing records received from the
PC 80 by the Iocal ares network are temporarily stored
in g file on either file server #1 or file server #2, de-
pending upon a determination by PC 80 as to which
server has fewer files waiting to be processed in its
gueue, Attached to file server #1 is a personal computer
labelled 88, and a counterpart is attached to file server
#2 designated 90, which are both available for on-line
bandling of customer service inquiries and updating
transactions as necessary.

Each file server B4 and 86 transmits through the local
area network individnal customer information to be
placed upon respective individual customer diskettes by
one or more LCPC's (loader control PC's) which may
be micro-class personal computers 92, 94, and 96 having
respective 20-megabyte fixed disk drives 93, 95 and 97.
Artached 1o each of these micro-computers are respec-
tive 53" and 3}" floppy diskette loaders 98, 106 and 102
which transfer the individual customer information
onto individual customer diskettes of the required size,
This data is preferably stored on the floppy disks in a
compressed format.

FIG. 4 is a block diagram overview of tlie data flow
in the “user application” segment 24 of FIG. 1. The
floppy diskettes 22 (see also FIG. 1) are those which
were produced on the loaders 98, 106 and 102 of FIG.
3. Each set of diskettes 22 constitutes an individual
customer’s telephone bill as supplied by the processor
13 of FIG. 1, arranged in a particular manner that facili-
tates rapid manjpulation by the customer’s personal
compuler running & user application program 105 ac-
cordinng to this invention, which has been previousty
supplied to the customer by the processor 13 or carrier
10 of FIG. 1.

The user spplication program 105 includes a user
application database file 108. This file is maintained on a
fixed disk in the user's personal computer and stores the
information for a single telephone bill (ie. a single

month’s billing for a single customer) for rapid and.

flexible information retrieval. The database file has a
structure compatible with 2 selected commercially
available data base management system program, pref-
erably a program widely sold under the name
“RBASE.” In step 106, Information from a new diskette
bill 22 (which was compressed as described in the sec-
tion discussing FIG. 3) is restored to uncompressed
form and loaded into the database file 1@8. Since the
database file 108 may contzin only 2 single month’s bill
(except for a small amount of historical trend informa-
tion), each time a new diskette bill 22 is received, any
previous bill in the database must first be removed. The
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user application program 105 will store such previous
bills removed from the database file 108 in non-database
(i.e. “flat™) archive files 120, which may be reloaded
nto the datz base file 108 from time {0 time for further
analysis.

The vser application program then performs a step
112 which selects the appropriate data necessary to
prepare reports of different types and extract specific
information from the available data base. The resuiting

reports my then be printed out as standard reports or ad-

hoc inquiries 114, preprocessed reports 120, graphic
reports 126 or a payment coupon for transmission along
with payment of the bill to the telecommunications
carrier 10, The first three reports can also be written to
storage files 116, 122 and 128, or displayed on the video
screen of the customer’s personal computer 25 as indi-
cated at 118, 124 and 130 respeotively.

TPSBO1O

We now turn our attention to FIG, 5, which is a flow
chart showing details of the main loop of the TPSB010
program 54 used in the mainframe processing segment
of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2, and FIGS. 6-1 and 6-2 which is
‘the initialization routine carried qut before entering the
main loop iflustrated in FIG. &,

Apart from branching to program junction P2 which
jumps to other program routines discussed below, the
initialization routine of FIGS, 6-1 and 6-2 begins with
step 178 where the program reads 2 carrier control data
card 180 (or other information input device) identifying
the telephone communications carrier whose indjvidual
customer records are currently being processed. Pro-
gram step 182 then determines whether the carrier iden-
tification number is a valid carrier oumber. If the an-
swer is negative, then in step 184 the program advises
the operator of a program abort condition. Then the
operator will be required to perform some manual pro-
cess (step 186) before the program aborts as indicated
by step 188. If a valid carrier identification number is
delected by the system at step 182, however, then in
step 190 the customer information is read from an input
file 192, which corresponds to the data file 50 of FI1G. 2.

The next step is 194, which detects an abnormal abort
condition, i.e. no data at all in the file. If step 194 detects
an end-of-file condition, then in step 196 the operator is
notified of an abort condition, thus requiring a manual
response 198 by the operator, after which the program
is aborted at step 200.

If an ebnormal end-of-file condition is not detected at
step 194, however, then a second end-of-file (EOF) test
194 is performed 1o detect a normal end-of-file condi-
tion, i.e., one which occurs at the conclusion of normal
processing. The reason why test 194 only detects abnor-
mal end-file-conditions is because its input comes from
step 190 at the beginning of an input record read. Test
195, in contrast, has a second input coming from pro-
gram jump P8 in FIG. 5, which occurs repeatedly for
each individual record. The affirmative output of step
194, therefore, goes to jump point P3 leading to the
end-of-file processing routine described below in con-
nection with FIG. 11. Conversely, the negative output
of test 194 goes 10 step 202 which will initialize the
working storage space and set up the contro! fields for
customer processing and proceed to program branch
point A4 which enters the main loop of FIG. §.

At this point step 148 of the main program loop deter-
mines whether the program is continuing with the same
customer as on the previous processing cycle, or
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whether procesiing of that customer has been com-
pleted and processing of & new customer started. It does
this by determining whether the current customer ID
number is or is not equal to the one processed by the
previous processing cyocle. If they are not equal, then a
new customer is being processed mnd the program
jumps at junction P4 to a customer break processing
routine which continues at FIG. 10, described below.
Subsequently, the main loop of FIG. § is reentered ar
program junction AS.

If the customer ID’s are equal, however, then there is
no customer break and the program proceeds in step
154 to test whether there has been 2 change in the cur-
rent customer’s station ID number, If there has been a
change, the program jumps at P5 o the station number
break processing routine discussed below in connection
with FIG. 9, and the main loop of FIG. 5 is reentered at
junction AS,

If the station number continues fo be the same 25 on
the last processing cycle, bowever, then the program
Jjumps at branch point P7 to an input data editing rou-
tine discussed below in connection with FIGS, 7-1 and
7-2. The main loop of FIG. 5§ is then reentered at point
A7, where program step 162 determines whether there

are any errors, I there are, the program immediately

goes to step 174, to read the next record from tempo-
rary file 56 (FIG. 2), and exits through s program jump
P8 to the error detection routine described above in
connection with FIGS. 6-1 and 6-2. :

If there are no editing errors, the program jumps to
branch point P6 leading to the call detail accumulation
routine of F1G. 8, discussed below, and the main loop of
FIG. §is reentered at program point A6 leading to step
170 which writes a call detail record (also referred to as
“record type 4") to a file 60 on data storage disk 1
(FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2). The program also then goes on to
perform step 174 and jump to program point P§ as
described above.

We turn next to FIGS. 7-1 and 7-2 for a detailed
discussion of the “input data editing™ section of “main
frame processing” segment TPSBO10 of FIGS. 21 and
2-2, The overall purpose of this step or process is to
determine if an error condition exists as to any of sev-
eral factors reviewed in the customer’s telephone infor-
mation, and to produce the necessary operator reports
and files as to any error conditions detected.
 Starting with program jump P7 from FIG. 5 de-
scribed above, the first step 206 of this data edit process
is 2 determination by the program of whether the cus.
tomer identification number for the currently processed
customer consists of only numeri¢ values and of
whether these values are greater than 0. If this determi-
nation is negative, then step 208 will notify the system
operator that the program is gborting and that the pro-
grara will be held frozen until the required operator
response 210 is received. Then the program will abort
as indicated by step 212. .

Should the test of step 206 be affirmative, howaver,
then the customer identification information is passed
on to step 214 to determine if thé telephone station
number of the telephone call currently being processed
is numeric and has a greater value than 0. If not, then
program step 216 will set an error switch. Then at step
218 a determination is made whether the telephone call
duration information for the currently processed tele-
phone call is numeric and is greater than 0. If that condi-
tion is not true, then an error switch is set in step 220,
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15 :
In step 222 the program determines whether the
charge amount for the currently processed telephone

call is numeric and greater than 0. Should that be false-

then an error switch is set by step 224. Should the
charge amount be numeric and greater than O the cur-
rently processed call information is then passed on to
step 226 which determines if an error switch has been
activated by any of the above-described steps 216, 220
or 224. If 30, the program invokes step 228 to create an
error report which may be written directly to disk 2 as
described above (step 68 of FIG. 2). The error report
created by step 228 also is written by step 232 to another
file on disk 1 which corresponds to step 69 of FIG. 2.In
any case, the program then sends the currently pro-
cessed telephone call information on to program junc-
tion A7 which reenter it into the main loop data flow of
FIG. 5.

For more information regarding the call detail infor-
metion accumuletion process of the “main frame pro-
cessing” program of FIG. 2, we now turn to the flow
chart of FIG, 8. This routine is entered at program jump
point P6 coming from the main program loop of FIG. §
described above. The first step 238 accumulates the
total number of calls, their duraticn, and their charges
according to a standard geographic breakdown known
as “NPA.” The next step 240 does the same accumule-
tion, broken down by call types, i.c., evening, off-hour
or daytime full rate calls. The next step 242 does the
same accumulation, broken down by customer station
number. The information accamulated by steps 238, 240
and 242 is then returned for processing via program
jump A6 for reentry into the data flow of the main
program loop of FIG. §.

For a more detailed understanding of the station num-
ber break routine we now turn to FIG. 9, which is a
flow chart of the station number break processing sec-
tion of the “mainframe processing” segment TPSB010
of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2. This routine is entered via pro-
gram jump point P§ coming from the main loop of FiG.
S, In the first step 246 a “'statsum rec” or station sum-
mary record (also designated a record type 5) is created
and written to output disk 1, corresponding to step 60 of
FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2). This is a summary of total telephone
usage in terms of the sumber of calls, call duration and
charges, broken down by geographical area and call
type, for a given customer calling station. This record is
written to file 60 of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2, The next step 250
accumulates station sum records for all customer sts-
tioms, broken down by call duration and charges, for the
currcat customer. Then in step 252 the program resets
the station accumulation fields and break fields to their
initial values before going on the next station for the
current customer,

‘We now come to FIG. 10 whick is & flow chart of the
customer break processing section of program
‘TPSBO10 used in the *“mainframe processing™ segment
of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2. This routine is entered by way of
program jump P4 from the main loop of FIG. 5. The
program’s first step 258 prepares and writes a “carsum
rec” or carrier sum record (also designated record type
3) which covers the same information as the “statsum
rec” of FIG. 9 but contains the total figures for afl
telephone calls and their duration and charges for all
customer stations for a given customier and 2 given
telephone carrier. This information is then sent for on-
lire storage to a file on disk 1, corresponding to step 60
in FIGS, 2-1 and 2-2, Similarly, step 262 prepares and
writes to disk 1 (step 60 of FIG. 2) a “NPAsum rec” or
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NPA summary record (also designated record type 7)
which contains the same information broken down geo-
graphically, e.g., by area code. The next step 264 pre-
pares and writes to dick 1 (step &0 of FIG. 2} a “code-
sum rec” or code summary record (also designated
record type 6) which contains the same information
broken down by call type code, le., evening, off-hour
or daytime full rate calls.

The next step 268 prepares and writes & report 16A
(sze also FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2), containing customer detail
balancing informstion. Next in step 272 the carrier to-
tals are accumulated, broken down by calls, duration,
and charges. Thereafter in step 274 the program resets
tHe customer accumulation fields and customer break
fields, after which the program jumps via junction A4
back to the main program locp of FIG. §.

We now refer o FIG. 13 which is a flow chart of the
“end of the file processing™ section for processing pro-
gram TPSBOIO used in the “mainframe proceasing”
segment of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2. This routine starts with
program jump P3 from the “end of file” test 194 of the
initialization routine of FIGS. 6-1 and &-2. It then pro-
ceeds with step 284 in which the program prepares and
writes the information for a carrier control record (also
known as record type 1) to disk 1 of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2,
a procedure which corresponds to program step 60 of
FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2. Next step 288 prepares and writes 2
balance control record to disk 2 of FIG. 2, a procedure
which corresponds to program step 68 of FIG, 2. Next
step 292 writes & balancing report to file 16A of FIG. 2,
which corresponds to a portion of report 16 in FIG. 3.
Thereafter the entire job ig terminated.

TPSB020

For details of the TPSB020 program portion of the
main processing procedure illustrated in FIGS. 2-1 and
2-2, we turn first to the flow chart of FIG. 12 which
represents the main program loop, and the flow chart of
FIG. 13 which represents an injtislization routine. The
“{nitialization™ procedure of FIG. 13 begins with step
320 which represents the reading of an information
stream 321 consisting of information coming from files
64, 68 and 70 and information coming from file 60 after
it has been sorted by step 62 in the mainframe process-
ing program of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2. This information is
then written to 8 temporary online storagé file 322. In
step 324 this information siream fs tested to determine if
an end-of-file condition is present. If it is present in step
326 the program immediately sends an abort signal
which requires an operator response 328 to sbort the
system at step 330,

If no end-of-file condition exists, the information
stream is sent on to step 332 to test for the presence of
type one record, s carrier conirol record. If a carrier
control record Is not present the program at step 334
ceases execution and requires an operator response 336
which causes the system to abort at step 338, If the
carrier control record is present, then the next stép 340
is to set up working storage and contro] fields, after
which the program returns via program jump A2 to
the main processing loop of FIG. 12, where it enters at
program point P12. :

In the main loop of FIG. 12 the system first seeks to
determine at step 300 whether an end-of-file condition
exists. If so, then there {5 & program jump A13 to pro-
gram point P13 in the end-of-file processing routine of
FIG. 16, described below. If an end-of-file condition is
not encountered, then the input data stream 321 (see
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FIG. 2) is read in step 308 and written to an online

storage file in step 310 to be used by other portions of

the processing system. Step 308 is also executed when
the main loop of FIG. 12 is entered at program point
P14 coming from jump A14 of the “write PC transmit
tape” routine of FIGS. 15-1 and 15-2, discussed below.
Adfter step 308 the program exits at point A15 and jumps
to entry point P13 of FIG, 14, to which we turn next.

FIG. 14 is a flow chart of the “check customer error™

_.rountine of for the processing program TPSB020 used in
the “mainframe processing” section of FIGS. 2-1 and
2-2. Batry into the routine of FIG. 14 is st program
point P15. The first program step 344 is used to test for
an end-of-file condition. If such a condition is present
the system must next determine at step 346 whether the
customer number was contained on the customer error
file 60 (see FIGS. 2-1, 2-2, 7-1 and 7-2). If the answer is
yes, then in step 348 that, fact is printed in an edit error
report 16B (sc¢ FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2) which represents a
portion of report 16 in FIG. 1. If the answer to test 346
is negative, or after the entry to error report 16B is
made, this routine exits at point A2, and reenters the
main loop of FIG, 12 at entry point P12,

If the end-of-file test at step 344 is negative, the pro-
gram must then determine at step 352 whether there is
an error, but the error does not affzct the customer 1D
nomber (i.c., the current customer number equals the
correct customer number). If so, then the program at
step 354 accumulated the duration and charges and the
number of the customer’s calls by reading the input file
.data stream 321 (step 356), writes that information to a
temporary file 358, and exits at Al6 to the program
routine of FIGS. 15-1 and 15-2,

If at step 352 there is an error and the current cus-
tomer number is not equal to the correct customer num-
ber, then the system must determine at step 364 whether
the error custorner number is greater than the correct
customer number. If that condition is found, then the
system must determine at step 366 whether the cus-
tomer was on the error file. If the customer appears on
the error file then the information is passed on to be
reported on error repori 16B mentioned above. There-
after, or'if the result of test 366 is negative, the program
exits from this routine at A12 to reenter the main loop at
P12in FIG. 12.

If at step 364 there is an error and the current cus-
tomer number is not greater than the correct customer
number, then the system must determine at siep 372
whether the error customer number is less than the
correct customer number. If that condition is found,
then at step 374 the error information from file 63
(FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2) is read and written to a temporary
file 376, after which the routine exits at A12, reentering
the main foop of FIG. 12 at P12, If the test performed in
step 372 is negative, however, the routine exits at A16
to enter the routine of FIGS. 15-1 and 15-2 at P16,

FIGS. 15-1 and 15-2 is a flow chart of the “write PC
transmit tape” section for the TPSBO20 processing pro-
gram vused in the “mainframe processing” segment of
FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2. It starts out at step 380 where the
program determines whether the current record type
being processed is the same record type as was previ-
ously cycled. If that condition is false then step 382
determines whether a “start” record exists. If so, then
the program will write a PC “end" control record to
the file in step 384. In either case, it will next determine
the corresponding record type in step 386 and in the
next step 388 write a “start” PC control record.
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In the event of a negative answer to test 380, or after
the conclusion of step 388, step 390 then reads the re-
cord type of the current record. Steps 392, 400, 406,
412, 418; 424 and 430 in turn then determine if the cur-
rent record type is 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, or 7 respectively. If it
is 2 record of type 1, then step 3%4 writes a “carrier
control” record to be placed an the nine-track main.
frame tape 72 which was discussed in connection.with
F1G8. 2-1 and 2-2. Similarly, If it is a record of type 2,
3,4, 5, 6, or 7, then steps 402, 408, 414, 420 426 and 432
respectively writes “‘customer control, carrsum, calldet,
statsum, codesum” and *“NPAsum” records respec-
tively to the nine-track mainframe tape 72, In each case,
after the tape 72 is wriften to, the program routine in
step 398 accumulates the balancing totals and then exits
via program jump A14 to entry point P12 of the main
loop, FIG. 12.

FIG. 16 is a flow chart of the “end of file processing”
section for the TPSBO20 program uvsed in the “main-
frame processing” segment of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2. This
routine is entered &t program point P13 coming from
jump point A13 of the main loop, FIG. 12. At step 436
the program reads the balance information record 43§
previously stored online in file 70 of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2.
The program next determines in step 440 whether an
end-of-file condition exists. If so, the program in step
442 will notify the operator of a program abort and halt
execution until there is an operator response 444, after
which the abort step 446 takes place. If the eng-of-file
test is negative, then s determination must be made
whether the accumulated totals are equal to the balance
record totals, If not, then in step 450 the program per-
forms an abort sequence 450, 452, 454 similar to the
previously described sequence 442, 444, 446,

If the test at step 448 is affirmative, however, then the
program’s next step 456 is to add the PC end data char-
acters onto the data stream records and write it onto the
nine-track tape 72 of FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2, after which the
program terminates. ’

PC Processing

We now turn to the programs used in the “PC pro-
cessing” segment of FIG. 3 for the reading of a2 main-
frame-produced tape. FIG. 17 is a flow chart of the PC
processing  system’s  first  program, designated
“SBPROCO]—read mainframe produced tape.” This
program begins at step 460 where it reads the output
data tape 72 which was created in FIGS. 2-1 and 2.2,
and which contains the processed carrier telephone bill
data. The program’s next step 462 is to obtain the cur-
rent tape number and log it to a tape control table. (At
the seme time, the tape creation date and time, the num-
ber of records on the tape, the number of customers on
the tape and the carmier ID are logged to the tape con-
trol table at 462.)

Next, in step 464 the system reads the “start cus-
tomer” record which in itself is not the data but delimits
the data belonging to a particular customer's billing
information. The system then goes on to determine if an
end of tape condition exists in step 466, If such a condi-
tion does not exist then in step 468 the program searches
for the customer number in a customer table (CustTab),
The program then in step 470 determines the disk type
(53" or 31") required for the particular customer by
looking at the information in the aforesaid CustTab
tables. The program then-in step 472 checks the Loadr
Tab (loader table) to obtain a proper loader number for
the required size of target diskette, thus choosing be.
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" tween 5} loaders 98 and 106 on the one'hand and 33"
loader 102 on the other hand. The program then in step
474 goes on to determine which loader (if there is a
choice of two or more) has the smallest number of data
files in its queue, and selects that one as & means of
maintaining an even processing flow to the loaders.
The program in step 476 then reeds a system parame-
ters (SysParam) table to determine the neat file coutrol
number (FCN), after which it updates the SysParam
table, Afterward the program at step 478 coples the
customer data to the disk file, In step 480 the program
then adds & record to update a file control table; and in
step 482 it produces a summary report of the transac-
tions just described. If required, at step 484 it produces
an error report. The program then Joops back and reen-
ters the program sequence at the start customer reading
step 464, and recycles.

5,287,270

At step 466, if the determination is that there does -

exist an end-of-tape condition, then the prograd pro-
ceeds in step 488 to update the tape control tables
(TapCuTab) and in step 490 to produce a summary
report. If required, in step 492 it produces an error
report, At this point, the routine described in FIG. 17
ends,

. We now turn to FIGS. 18-1 and 18-2 which is a flow
chart of the program referred to as SBPROCQ2, the
Joader control program used in the “PC processing”
segment of FIG. 3. This loader control program begins
its processing in step 494 by reading a configuration file
into its memory. This enables the system to determine
what is online and what are the requirements of the
individual cusiomer diskettes are. The program in step
496 then checks the appropriate subdirectory on the
hard disk where the customer data file would be lo-
cated, and performs a test 498 to determine if there is
such a dara file. o

If the determination in step 498 is that the required
data file does not exist, then the program loops infinitely
back 10 steps 496 and 498 until it finds that such a file
exists to be processed. By the use of this infinite loop,
the system can continually poll or check to see if a file
to be processed has been entered into the appropriate
sshdirectory.

If step 498 defermines that such a file does exist, then
the program in step 504 seeks out the oldest file in the
appropriate directory, and In step 506 it reads and com-
presses that file and writes it to the loeal hard disk drive
“C:". In step 508 it then gets the next available disk
control number from the system parameters table (Sys-
Param) so that it has the information necessary to for-
mat the target diskette in the appropriate mauner, At
the same time this operation updates the system parame-
ter table by Incrementing the disk control number by
one. .

The next program step 510 obtains a copy of the
processing file created in step 506 above and copies that
processing file to the disk loader in order to create the
actual diskette data file, The program then at step 512
prints the disk labels and majling labels. The next step
514 in the operation obtains from the system parameter
(SysParam} tables the next available inveice control
number and advises the system parameter table to incre-
ment the value by one.

The program then at step 516 creates the appropriate
invoice record and prints a paper invoice at step 518
from which the customer can pay the telephone bill.
Thereafter the program gets a disk control number

20

i

20. .
cord (step 522), and sdds the record to a disk control
(DC) table (step 524). It also updates the CustTab table
mentioned previously (step 526), prepares a data disk
summary report (step 528), and if necessary produces an
error report (step 530). Thereafter the program loops
back to reenter the subdirectory check step 496 and the
described process is repeated as many times as neces-
sary,

FIG. 19 is s flow chart of & progrom designsted
SBROCO3 used tm the “PC processing” segment of
FIG. 3 for creating a mainframe-readable export tape.
This is tsed by the mainframe processing system in
updating its list of valid customers and producing the
appropriate duta streams for individual customer billing
in future processing cycles. The program begins at step
534 where it resds the aforementioned system parame.
ters (SysParam}) table to determine what the next avail-
able export tape control (EXN) number is. It then ob-
teins the next record from the aforementionzd CustYab
tables in step 536, reformats it and written to the export
tape in step 538,

The program next looks for an end-of-file condition
in step 340 and if the condition does not exist, it loaps

. back to step 536, to get the next CustTab record. If the
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(DCN) record {step §20), updates the fields of that re- ]

end of file condition is affirmative, however, the pro-
gram in step 544 updates the export tape control tables
(ExpCaTab) and in step 546 it prints a summary report
of the export tape processing. This terminates the ex-
port tape routine

PC Maintenance Program

We now turn to a program for updating the end-user
program as changes in service conditions may require.
This program is operated on the computers 83 or 90 of
the network of FI1G. 3 by the processor company when-
ever the needs of the telephone company or its subscrib-
ers require,

FIG. 20 is & flow chart of the main-menu section for
the above-mentioned file maintenance program. The
program is menu-driven, and the main menu display 548
allows 8 determination of what areas the processor
wishes to change. In steps 550, 558, 566, 574, 582 and
592 the program determines whether the operator has
selected submenu 1 (the carrier menu), submeny 2 (the
customer menu), submem 3 (the error menu), submenu
4 (the reports menu), submenu § (the system mainte-
nance meny, or chooses to exit to DOS (the IBM per-
sonal computer operating system), respectively. If none
of the above are selected, the program loops back to the
start and continues to search for an operutor selection
from the main menu. The submenu choices mentioned
ahove lead to program jump points 1,0, 2.0, 3.0, 4.0 and
5.0 respectively which are traced to their appropriate
program routines-in the following discussion.

FIG. 21 is a flow chart of the “Add New Carrier”
section for the file maintenance program. When the
*“Add New Carrier” submenu is invoked this routine is
entered via program jump 1.0 from FIG. 20. At tha}
point step 896 gives the operator the option of using the
escape key on an 1BM PC keyboard, and if that key is
invoked then the operator is returned to the main menu
of FIG. 20 as indicated at step 598. If the escape key is
not invoked, then the operator instead may invoke the
edd-carrier function key, whereupon program step 600
which will produce a data entry display 602 on the
video sereen.

If the operator inputs new information into the dis-
play 602, the program will determine in step 606 if the
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new information has a proper carrier ID, If there al-
ready exists a carrier ID on file for the new carrier, then
the system will display an error message 608 indicating
that fact, and the program loops back to step 604 for
reentry of the information. If there is no carrier ID on 5
file as determined in step 606, then the program at step
610 will display & query message “Add Record to Car-
per File?" If in response to that query message an
" escape key is actuated, then at step 612 the program will
yeturn to submenu 3. If, on-the other hand, in response 10
to the “Add Record To Carrier File?” prompt, some
ather action is taken by the operator, the files will be
updated accordingly, In addition, in step 616 the fields
of the data entry form 604 will be cleared and the pro-
gram will back to step 604 to accept further manual data 1
input.

If the operator sclects some action other than the add
carrier function in step 600, the program exits at point
1.2 to go to another routine {llustrated in FIG, 22, The
latter figure is 2 flow chart of the “Edit Existing Car- 20
rier”” section for the file maintenance program. Another
option 618 on the carrier submenu is editing the carrier
information. If the operator chooses this option, the
program in step 620 asks if the operator wishes to
choose -2 carrier ID which is already on file. The pro- 2
gram then determines in step 622 if the chosen carrier
1D is in fact on file. If not, the program in step 624 will
display an error message and loop back to step 620 to
ask again if the operator wishes to use an old carrier ID.

But if at step 622 it is determined that the selected 30
carrier ID is already on file, then the program in step
624 displays the relevant carrier record, and at step 626
asks the operator for any changes to the carrier record.

It then vpdates the carrier record.in step 628. If the
carrier is to be deleted, the program in step 630 queres 35
the user, and upon receiving an affirmative answer, then
in step 632 it carries out the deletion and' loops back to
submenu 2. If the resunlt of step 630 is in the negative,
indicating that the carrier is not to be deleted, the pro-

w
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gram will also return to submenu 1. 40

It the edit carrier query of step 618 is answered i m the
negative, in step 634 the program will ask whether the
operator wishes to browse through the carrier files. If
the user responds negatively, then the user is returned
directly to submenu 1. If the answer is affirmative, then 45
the program in step 636 will display the information
contained in the carrier file. When the operator finishes
browsing through the carrier file, exit is to submenu 1.

FIG. 23 is a flow chart of the “Add New Customer”
section of the file maintenance program used in the “PC 50
Processing™ network of FIG. 3. This routine is entered
from program point 2.0, which represents 2 jump from
program point 2.0 of FIG, 20. The {irst determination
made by the system at step 638 is whether the operator
wishes to exit the display customer menu. An affirma- $
tive answer, indicating by invoking the escape key,
results in & return to the main menu {step 640). Should
the operator choose to invoke some other key, then the
“Add Customer” query is displayed in step 642. If the
operator does not choose the “Add Customer” option, 60
then the program jumps at 2.2 to the *Edit Existing
Customer” section of the filé maintenance program,
which is discussed below in connection with FI1G. 24.

If the operator chooses the “Add Customer” aption
offered in step 642, then the appropriate data entry form 6
is displayed in step 646. Then is step 648 the system
“accepts the new information entered into the data form
and In step 650 proceeds to check whether the new

[
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customer identification number is already on file, If so,
then an error message Is sent to the display in step 652
and the program loops back to step 848 to accept new

data entry once agsin, If the new customer ID is not.

already on file, then the program will proceed in step
654 to add a record to the customer file,

The program in step 636 then offers the operator an
option to escape from the current submenu and return
to submenu 2 in step 658 if the operator invokes the
escape key., Otherwise, the program in step 660 will
clear the fields on the data entry form and loop back to
step 648 for the acceptance of additional new customer
informadon,

FIG. 24 is a flow chart of the “Edit Existing Cus-
tomer” section for the customer service file mainte-
nance program. It is entered through program jump 2.2
from FIG, 23 just described. Where the operator In-
vokes the “Edit Customer™ option of the customer
submenu offered in program step 662, then the program
at step 664 accept new customer ID information. The
new customer ID information s then evaluated by the
program at step 666 and a determination is made as to
whether there is already such a tustomer ID on file. If
there is, the appropriate existing customer record is
displayed at step 668, Then at step 670 the program
accepts changes 10 the relevant customer record and at
step 672 the record is updated. The program then re-
turns to submenu 2 in step 674.

But if at step 666 the customer ID is found not to be
on file, the program displays an error display message to
that effect and the program then returns to step 664 for
the entry of valid new customer ID data.

If at step 662 the operator does not select the edit
customer option step 676 offers an option to browse
through the customer information file 678 (step 678).
After browsing is completed, or if the browse option is
refused, the program exits to step 674 and redisplays
submenu 2,

FIG. 25 is a flow chart of the “Display Errors™ sec-
tion for the file maintenance program. It is entered
through program jump 3.0 from FIG. 20 described
above. The program first determines in step 680 if the
operator wishes to return to the main menu (step 682),
a selection which is invoked by means of the escape key.
If the operator chooses some other option, the program
at step 684 asks whether the operator wishes to update
an error record. If the operator chooses to do so, then
the user is presented by program step 686 with an op-
portunity to input an error ertry control number. The
system then determines st step 688 if the error control
number is on file, If it is, at step 690 the requested error
record Is displayed. The program then at step 692 al-
fords the operator an opportunity t0 changes to the
error status. If such changes are made, then the program
at step 694 updates the error record. At the end of the
error record update, the program exits to submeau 3 in
step 696,

If in step 688 the determination is that there is no such
control number on file, ther an error message is dis-
played in step 698. The program then returns to step 686
for correct entry of error control numbers.

If the operator chooses not to update an error record
in step 684, the aperator is given an option in step 698 to
invoke the browse function for the error file display, If
that option is exercised, thén in step 700 the error file
display is actuated. Afterwards, or if the user does not
choose, in step 698 to sclect the browse function, the
program returns to submenu 3 in step 696.
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FIG. 26 is a flow chart of the “Display Reports”
section for the file maintenance program. The program
is entered by program jump 4.0 from FIG, 20. In step
702 it presents an option to exit to the main menu if the
escape key is invoked. Otherwise the operator is pres-
ented in step 706 with an option 1o welect the report of
customers by cycle. If that function is invoked, then the
program in step 708 will get the data from the customer
file and print it out as a document 710, The program
then returns to submenu 4 at step 712,

I the operator elects not to invoke the report of
customers by cycle at step 706, then step 712 present the
option of obtaining & report of customers with no usage,
Should the operator invoke that function, the program
gt step 714 will get the data from the customer file and
print out a customer report 716, The program will then
go to submenu ¢ in step 712,

Should the report of customers with no usage func-
tionality not be invoked in step 712, then the next menu
option wili be the report of unacknowledged errors in
step 718. If the operator invokes that selection, then the
program will at step 720 obtain the data from the error
file and in step 722 will print the unacknowledged error
report. ‘The program will then again return via step 712
to submenu 4.

5
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the like from an information file, and in step 752 displays
it on the monitor,

Ignoring for the moment a program cotry point M,
which will be discussed later, the program in step 756
then displays the main menu of end-user choices. The
first option available for selection on this menu level is
a help key. If that key is invoked at step 758, then at step
760 the program will display the main help screen for
this segment of the end-user processing program, and
then Joop back to step 756. Should the end-user not
invoke the help key, the mext possible ézlection, pres-
gnted by step 762, is a billing inquiry, When this option

_ is selected, the program will send the end-user to the

25

Should the user not choose to invoke the report of

unacknowledged errors in step 718, there is the remain-
ing option of creating a réeport of unresolved errors in
step 724. If that option is invoked, then the program in
step 726 obtains the information from the error file,
sends it 1o a printer 1o print an unresolved error report
728, and then returns to submenu 4 in step 712. If none
of the available functions are mot Invoked, then the
program will return directly to submenu 4.

FIG, 27is a flow chart of the “System Maintenance™
section of the file maintenance program, It is entered
through program jump 5.0 from FIG. 20. This module
first presents an option in step 730 to return to the main
menu by actuating the escape key. If the operator does
not exercise that option, the other choice is presented at
step 734 to delete inactive customers. If that option is
chosen, then the program at step 736 will delete the
inactive records from the customer file and st step 738
will delete the essociated records from the disk control
table (DiskCnTab), the file contral table (FileCnTab),
and the invoice control tabies (InvCnTab). In step 740 a
report will then be printed of al} of the deleted records.
The progrem then returmns to submenu § in step 742,

If the operator chooses not to invoke the Delete Inac-

w
[

bllling . inquiry submenu via program jump B which
leads into FIGS, 29-31, discussed below.
If the end-user should not choose the billing inquiry,

-the mext choice available (step 766) is & graph data func-

tion. If the end-user makes this choice, he or she will
then be taken into the graph data menus of subsequently
discussed FIGS. 32-34 viz program jump B.

Qtherwise in'step 770 the user may next select & §ys-
tem ntilities option. If that selection is invoked, then the
user application program will be taken to 2 systém otil-
ity menu via program jump § leading to FIGS, 35-1,
35-2, 36-1 and 36-2, discussed below.

The next available selection is in step 774 which per-
mits the user toeaxdt to DOS, the operating system of the
user's personal computer. If the user chooses to invoke
that selection, he will be taken into the operating system
directly 776, and if the vser chooses instead to invoke
the escape key to reject all of the preceding choices,
then in step 778 the program will also exit to the operat-
ing system. .

FIGS. 29-1 and 29-2 are the first of five flow charts
dealing with the “Display Billing Inquiry™ section for
the “User Application” program of FIG. 4. It is entered

" via program Jump B from FIG. 28, and begins in step

40
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tive Customers function, there is a further option in step .

744 of determining whether to perform a backup of
files. If that option is invoked, then the program in step
745 performs the backup. After, or if that option is not
chosen at step 744, the program returns to submensu 5 at
step 742.

End-User-Application Program

We turn next to the “User Application” program
summerized in FIG, 4, i.e. the program which is run by
the end-uvsers (telephone customers) on their own per-
sonal computers to analyze their telepbone bills in ac-
cordance with the capabilities of this invention.

FIGS. 28-1 and 28-2 arc a flow chart of the “Main
Menu" section for the user applicetion program, which
begins with a sign-on screen display 748 of the publish-
er’s logo and copyright motice. The program then in
step 750 fetches an initial message or startup screen or

35
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780 with display of a billing inquiry menu. This menu
offers the user the choice of eight options: billing report,
financial detail report, call detail report, call summary
report, call summary report, display special text, ad hoc
inquiry, help, and escape; which are implernented by
program steps 782, 802, 806, 810, 818, 826 and 832 re-
spectively.

The billing report option of step 782 and the financial
detail report of step 784 arc similar in their operation,
differing only as to what information is extracted from

the available databases for billing and for financial de- .

tail. After the user chooses cither of these options, the
program in step 786 reads from the system parameters
(SysParam) file the currently selected output location
(.e., to the screen, to disk, to the serial port, to the
parallel port) for the billing or financial detail report,
and in step 788 the program then displays the current
output location to the screen. The program in step 790
will then accepts any changes to the output location,
and in step 792 updates the current output location in
the SysParam file to make that the new default output
location.

Depending on whether the selection of step 782 or
that of step 784 was made, the program at step 794 will
then get the appropriate report header information from
the SysParam file layout and the appropriate data {rom
the revenue file for-cither the billing report or the finan.
cial detail report. The appropriate information is then
sent in step 798 to be printed (although if a disk file or
the screen had been chosen as the output location in
step 786 it would have been written to disk or to the
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monitor respectively). At the end of step 798 the pro-
gram returns via program jump B to initial step 780 in
order to redisplay the billing inquiry menu.

If the call detail report is chosen at step 802, program
jump B1 goes to the call detail menu of FIGS, 30A-1
and 30A-2, discussed below. Should the user select the
call summary report at step 806 then it takes jump B2 to
the cal] summary menu of FIG. 31A.

Step 810 offers a special text option. As presently
contemplated, there are three types of special text, but
there could be any number. The purpose of the special
texts is to provide the system with the same features as
= written bill, Standard preambles or preliminary mes-
seges may be added to the billing information in the
same manner as they appear on paper bills, In addition,
an epilogue might be added to the end of the bill text to
advise customers of the late status of their account,
Other types of material such as banners, headers, footers
or textual material might also be added to make the bill
more informative and flexible in the manner of z con-
ventional bill, Such-special information could be added
to the bill by the individua! subscriber upon request of
the processor or the carrier,

If the user selects the aption of step 810, then it step
812 the program gets the special text from sn informa-
tion file and in step 814 displays it on the screen, Then
the program returns via jump B to step 780 in order to
redisplay the initial billing inquiry menw

When the mser invokes the special ad hoc inquiry
option of step 818, at step 820 the program gets the
necessery records from the call detail (CallDet) file and
in step 822 it displays thése records for browsing by the

end-user at 822, Afterward, it returns via program jump -

B to step 780 to redisplay the billing inguiry menu.

If the help fanction of step 826 is invoked, the pro-
gram in step 828 will display the billing inquiry help
screen, after which it again returns via program jump B
to step 780 to redisplay the billing inquiry menu.

The final selection from the billing fnquiry menu is
the escape key, whereupon siep 832 return to the main
menu of FIG. 28 via program jump M.

FIGS. 30A-1, 30A-2, 30B-1 and 30B-3 are {low charts
of the *Display Call Detail” subsection of the “Display
Billing Inquiry” section for the “User Application”
program of FIG. 4. The segment reprasented by FIG,
30A-1 and 30A-2 are entered by way of program jump
B1 from FIG. 29, previously discussed, and begins in
program step 836 with display of a call detail menw. The
options presented to the user by this wenu include the
report selection function of step 838, If the user actuates
that function the program will take program jump B1-2
to FIGS. 30B-1 and 30B-2.

Turning our attention now to that figure, program
jump B1-2 leads to step 840 which displays a report
selection menu. Then at step 842 the program tests to
determine whether one of the reports offered by that
menu has been selected. If a report has not been selected
and the user invokes the escape key, the program step
844 returns via program jump Bl to FIG, 30A.

If in step 842 the user should select a particular re-
port, then step 846 the appropriate report header data is
obtained from the SysParam file so that the report can
be properly formatted. The program then in step 848
obtains the current option and report number from a
call data record selection (CDRS) file. The option num-
ber designates the type of report format requested by
the user, and in particular designates how much -of the
available information is {0 be included in the report. An

—
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option number of “1" specifies that all of the available
information is to be put in a single {ile, while higher
numbers specify that the report is to be broken into
several smaller files. The report number is a numerical
file name for each of the file(s) containing the repornt
which is to be written to disk. ’
Accordingly, in step 850 the program tests whether
the current option number i$ greater than 1. If not, then
all the available information is to be included in a single
file, and the program goes immediately to step 852
where it sorts the call detail records. But if the option
number is greater than 1, then a plurality of files must be
written to disk under distinct file names (report num-
bers). In that case step 852 increments each previous

_report number by 1 and step 834 ypdates the current

report number in the CDRS file so that pumericslly
distinct file names are assigned to each of the several
report files which are written to disk Thereafter in step
855 the program reads the data selection criteria corre-
sponding to the user’s choice from the SysParam file,
and in step 856 it selects from the call detail file the
records designated by those criteria and sends them on
for performance of the previously mentioned sort step
852.

After sort step 852, in step 857 the program gets the

" cal] detail report output location, i.e., monitor, printer,

40
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disk, etc. is determined from the system parameter file.
Then, as before, the report is passed on to step 858 in
which the system prints the call detzil report to the
designated device (focatian).

Returning now to FIG. 30A-1 and 30A-2, the nega-
tive branch of test 838 leads to program step 860 which
tests whether the selection from the call detail men of
step 836 is the record selection. If so, the program in
step 862 then gets the call detail record selection
(CDRS) records and the current option number from
the system parameter (SysParam) file. This information
is then displayed on the screen in step 864, and in step
866 the program accepts an changes the user chooses to
make in the displayed information. Finally, in step 868
the SysParam and CDRS files are updated and the
program returns via jump Bl to the entry point of
FIGS. 30A-1 and 30A-2.

The report location menu option in step 870 permits

‘the user to determine what device, i.e., monitor, screen,

<xport file, printer, disk file, etc. should be the destina-
tion of the report to bt generated by this area of the
program, If this option is chosen, then in step §72 the
program gets the current call detail (CD) report loca-
tion from the SysParam file, and in step 874 the pro-
gram displays the current output location on the screen,
and the user is prompted to make any changes, In pro-
gram step 876 the program accepts any changes to the
report output location, and in step 878 it updates the
gorresponding information in the call detail report out-
put location records. The program then returns via
jump B1 to the display call detall menu at the entry
point of FIGS. 30A-1 and 30A-2.

" In program step 880 the user may select the help key,
If the help key Is selected, then in step 882 the call detail
report help screen is displayed snd the program then
returns via jump B1 to the entry point of FIGS. 30A-1
and 30A-2. :

“The Jast option available on the menu of FIG, 30A is
the seiection of the escape key in step 884. Should that
key be actuated the program returns via jump B to the
entry point of FIG. 29. :
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FIGS. 31A-1, 31A-1 and 31B are flow charts of the
“Display Call Summary” subsection of the “Display
Billing ‘Inquiry™ section for the “User Apphcatlon"
program of FIG. 4. The segment illustrated in FIGS.
31A-1 and 31A-2 are entered via the B2 program jump
which comes from FIG. 29-1 and 29-2, discussed above,

and leads first to step 886 which displays a call summary"

menu. If the user actuates the call summary report se- .

lection from that menu in step 888, then the programi
will exit via program jump B2-2 to FIG. 31B where it
performs step 850 to display 2 report selection menu. If
a report is selected from that menu, as determined by
step 892, then in step 8§94 the program gets the report
header data from the system paremeter file, Thereafter
in step 896 it gets further information from the selected
summary file, and in step 898 the program computes the

report totals, Then in step 900 it gets the call summary
output location from the SysParam file, and in step 902
prints the report to the designated location for printing
or display or disk storage as determined from the system
parameter file. At the end of that process the program
returns to step 890 ¢o redisplay the report selection
menu.

If in step 892 no report se]cctlon is made, and instead
the escape key is actuated, the program exits via jump
B2 to FIG. 31A.

Returning now 1o that figure, if the report selection
ment is not selected in step 888, and the report location
optien is selecied in step %06, then the program in step
908 will get the current summary report output location
(screen, printer or disk file) from the system parameter
file, and in step 912 it will display that location to the

20

user so that changes can be made. If such changes are -

made, then in step 914 the program proceeds to update
the current summary report output location in the sys-
tem parameter file. Having accomplished this, the pro-
gram retuns via jump B2 to the entry paint of FIG.
31A in order to redisplay the call summary menu.

“The user has twe other options on the ymenu of FIGS,
31A-1 and 31A-2, one of which is a2 help function se-
lected in step 916. If that choice is made then in step 318
the call summary help screen is displayed. Upon leaving
this submenu, the program returns to the via jump B2 to
the call summary menu step 886,

The final selection available on this menu is the es-
cape function, which In step 920 leave the call summary
menu and moves back up to a higher level menu via
program jurnp B.

FIG. 32 is a flow chani of the “Graph Data" selection
for the “User Application™ program of FIG. 4, This
routine is entered via program jump G from FIGS, 28-1
and 28-2, and proceeds to step 922 which displays the
graph data menu, This menu has four choices repre-
sented by program steps 924, 926, 930 and 934. If the

_ step %66 will terminate the historical graph menu ses-’

40

user chooses the help function of step 924, the graph 55

data help screen will be displayed by step 925, after
which the program returns to step 922 to, redisplay the
graph data meau.

Among the user’s other selectable options are histori-
cal usage (step 926), call distribution (step 930) and
escape (step 934). If the historical usage function is

selected by the user, the program branches via jumps

point G1 to FIG. 33. Similarly, if the user selects the
call distribution graph (step 930), the program exits via
jump G2 FIGS. 34-1 and 34-2. The last gvailable alter-
native for the user on the graph data menu display is the

&0

&

escape key function (step 934) which terminates the.

graph data menu display and returns to the main menu

{7

28

vis jump M. FIGS. 33-1, 33-2, 34-1, 34-2, 35-1 and 35-2,
to which these jumps 1éad, will now be discussed.

FIGS. 33-1 2nd 33-2 are a flow chart of the * graph
historical usage" section of the “graph data” pomon of
the “User Apphcauon" program of FIG. 4. It is entered
viz progrem jump GI from FIG. 32, as discussed above,
whereupon program step 938 displays the historicsl

graph menu, From that menu thé user may select the

help fiinction (step $40) which will digplay the historical
graph help sereen. On the completion of s help sereen
session the user will be returned 1o the historical graph
menu of step 238.

Among the other choices on the historical graph

_menu are the total charges function of program step

944, Once this step is actuated, the program at step 946
will read the call charge (ClIChg) tables to obtain the
appropriste data to fulfill the request for total charge
information graphs. The program then in step $48 com-
putes the necessary greph values and determines the
corresponding screen pasitions for graphic display. The
graph thus computed then displayed o the monitor in
step 950, At the close of the display graph session, the
program returns to the historical graph menu of step
938,
" The next two options available to the user from the
historical graph menu include that of program step 952,
a historical graph illustrating total usage, and that of the
total DB/CR (total debit/credit records) function in
program step 954, both of which cycle through the
above-described steps 946, 948 and 950, returning then
to step 938, in the same manner as the total charges
selection of program step 944, The DB/CR data relates
exclusively to non-call-detail records, such as leased
phone lines, leased equipment, and the like; and is to be
distinguished from the call detail mformatxon ca.llod for
by steps 944 and 952,

The remaining option in the program section of
FIGS. 33-1 and 33-2 are the escape function, which in

sion and exit via program jump G to the entry point of
FIG. 32,

FIGS. 34-1 and 34-2 are a flow chart of the *“Graph
Hourly Call Distribotion” subsection of the “Graph
Data” section for the *User Apphcahon Program”
segment of FIG. 4. It is entered via program jump G2
from FIG. 32, and leads immediatety to the call distribu-
ticn graph of step 958. Should the user then actuvate the
help selection offered by program step 960, program
step 962 will present a screen providing help for the
Call Distribution Graph Function. After that help ses-
sion is completed the program returns to the distribu-
tion graph menu step 958.

If the user chooses the month alternative of step 964,
the program then will, in step 966, read from the call
distribution file table (CallDist file) the necessary infor-
matiop to produce the graph called for. Having ob-
tained that information, the program in step $68 then
processes the information to compute the necessary
values for determining the graph’s appearance on the
screen, and in step 970 sends the results on to the display
device. At the termination of the graph display the
program returns to the distribution graph menu of step
958,

Should the user dccxde to display the weekly distribu-

tion graph of program step 972, the user must advise the
system of what specific week of the current month is
desired to be graphed (step 974). Similarly, should the
user decide to display the daily distribution graph of

A276




Case 1:04-cv-00073-LIM-~

Y

DKL Document 1-3 Filed 01/12/04-;}\}Page 8 of 13 PagelD #; 74

5,287,270

29

program step 976, the user must advise the system of
what specific day of the curreat month is desired to be
graphed (step 977). After that is done, in both cases the
program then cycles through previously described steps
966, 968 and ¥70, to display the weekly or daily graphs
as the case may be, eventually returning to step 958 in
the manner explaiced above.

The remsining alternative for the user in this particu-
Jar menu is step 978, the escape function, which termi-
nates the call distribution graph menu session, returning
via program jump G to FIG, 32.

FIGS. 35-1 and 35-2 are a flow chart of the “System
Utilities” section for the “User Application” program of
FIG. 4, I is entered via program jump S from FIGS.
28-1 and 28-2 described above, and goes immediately to
2 system utilities menu at step 980. Among the choices
available from that menu is that of step 982, archiving
the data of the current billing cycle. Should the user
choose that particular option, in step 984 a “working”
message is displayed on the screen while step 986 is
executed to archive all the inputted data of the current
billing cycle. When the archival processing job is com-
pleted, the program then returns via program jump S to
step 9B0 in order to redisplay the system utilities menu,

Among the other menu selections that are available to
the user is the load new data function of step 988. When
that option i3 selected, the program exits via jump 2 1o
2 rouiine described below in connection with FIGS.
36-1 and 36-2.

Next the user may choose (in step 990) to print the
actual invoice. Upon selection of that particular menu
item the invoice will actually be prepared and printed in
step 992, after which the program executes jurap 5 to
return to the menu display function of step 980

Should the user choose the option of step 994, billing
information, the program In step 996 will display the
billing information on the monitor, after which the
program returns via jump S to step 980 to redisplay the
system utilities menu.

The next option is the help function 998 offered by
step 998, Upon the actuation of that particular selection
the program will in step 100¢ display the system utility
help screen and then return viz jump S to the system
utilities menu at step 980,

The final alternative selection on this menu is the
escape key (step 1002), whick terminates the system
utilities menu session and returns to the pext higher
level, the main menn of FIGS. 28-1 and 28-2, via pro-
grem jump M.,

FIGS. 36-1 and 36-2 are a flow chart of the “Load
New Data” subsection of the “System Utilities™ section
for the “User Application Program” segment of FIG, 4.
It is entered via program jump S2 from FIG. 35, previ-
ously described, whereupon step 1006 will display a
message advising the user that the-program is being
loaded. The system then in step 1608 opens an input file
in which will be stored the new data to be loaded and an
error file to track all associated error information. The
program in step 1010 then writes the start date and time
to a log file. The system then in step 1012 fetches from
the input file an appropriate record which will subse-
quently be loaded into the database.

After each such fetch operation the program executes
a loop starting with a test 1014 to determine if the
fetched data represents an end-of-file condition. If such
a condition exists, the load procedure is contpleted, and
accordingly the program in step 1016 will then close the
database into which the data has been loaded. Thereaf-

S

25

(™
b

40

50

60

30

ter, in step 1018 it will check the integrity of the newly
created database file. And at the conclusion of the data-
base integrity check, the program will end the loading
data session and return fo the system utilities menu via
program jump S leading back to FIGS. 35-1 and 35-2.

If in step 1014, however, an end-of-file condition is
not detected, then in step 1020 the program determines
if an error has occurred. If so, In step 1022 the error will
be Jogged to the error file previously created in step

1008, and the program loops back to step 1012 to fetch

another record.

The data coming from the source file is in a com-
preéssed form, as explained sbove. Therefore, if the pro-
gram does not encounter an ervor in step 1020, then in
step 1024 it will use its decompression algorithm to
expand the. fetched data to make it suitable for subse-
quent use by the R-base program, and only then will
load the data to the target database table,

During loading, the screen informs the user of the
processing which is going on..In step 1026, therefore,
after each record is expanded and loaded, the screen
display lz updated to reflect the processing just con-
cluded, and the program recycles back to step 1012,
continuing to do so until the end-of-file condition is
detected by step 1020.

CONCLUSION

It will now be appreciated that the system of this
invention provides a means for preparing on diskette
telecormnmunications or similar bills in an optimal format
for further processing, display, and analysis under cus-
tomer contro} on popularly-availabje, inexpensive per-
sonal computers.

For each participating customer, the appropriately
selected billing records are obtained from the telecom-
munications carrier, In contrast to prior art systems, the
system processes not only call detail records, but addi-
tional billing records to account for equipment rental
charges, monthly service fees, payments, adjustments,
taxes, and any other items affecting the amount billed to
the customer In addition, all billing records are obtained
from the carrier at a stage in the carrier’s ordinary bill-

ing process after the carrier has posted to the subscrib. -

er’s account all charges and credits, has performed sll
billing-related calculations for that subscriber, and is
ready to print a paper bill. By selecting this specific
stage of carrier bill processing from which to extract
billing information, the invention ensures that.the infor-
mation supplied on diskette will exactly correspond to
that on the paper bill.

Extensive preprocessing of these billing records is
performed to place the records in a form compatible for
use with inexpensive personal computers, and to pro-
vide flexible, efficient aceess to the original records and
to a variety of summary reports and graphs accumu-
lated thercfrom. In a first-processing step, preferably
performoed on a large computer, the records are sorted,
edited and reformatted into an optimal organization for
further processing on 8 personal computer, In addition,
a variety of preprocessed summary reports and graphs
are prepared for rapid retrieval on the customer’s com-
puter. By preprocessing these summary items on 2 com-
puter with greater processing and storage resources, the
invention optimally makes the most commonly-needed
reports and graphs immediately available wpon the
user's request, at the relatively modest expense of addi-
tional mainframe processing and additional PC database
storage requirements. In a second step, preferably per-
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formed on a network of smaller computers, the reorga-
nized records and summary reports for each customer
are separated, compressed, and recorded on diskettes
compatible with each customer’s pergonal computer,

A user applica,tion program according to the inven-
tion on the customer's personal computer conveniently
displays and snalyzes the billing information supplied
on diskette. The customer may retrleve the detailed
billing records in a variety of sorted orders, may select
z subset of the records for further analysis, may view
‘the preprocessed summary reports and graphs, and may
preparz new SUMMAry feports on’ demand. Previous
telephone bills are kept in zrchive files for repeated
gnalysis. Billing information may be displayed on
screen, printed on a printer, or written to an umstruc-
tured file for analysis beyond that provided by the user
application.

This system thus solves many of the disadvantages
encountered in prior-art systems for collecting, process-
ing and analyzing billing information under customer
control. Diskette bills and the user application program
are optimally compatible with, popularly available, inex-
pensive personal computers, eliminating the need for
customers to own or operate large, expensive comput-
ers and software. The system provides to users billing
jnformation in computer-readable form, eliminating
expensive and error-prone data-entry and menual pro-
cessing steps. The system processes complete billing
records and obtains these records from originating car-
riers at the proper stage to ensure that the diskette bills
and analysis produced therefrom exactly correspond to
the equivalent paper bills.

The above-described embodiment of the invention is
merely one example of 8 way in which the invention
may be carrled out. Other ways may also be possible,
and are within the scope of the following claims dcﬁn-
ing the invention.

The invention claimed is:

1, A system for presenting information concerning
the actual cost of a service provided to a user by a
service provider, said system comprising:

storage means for storing individual transaction re-

cords prepared by said service provider, said trans-
action records relating to individual service trans-
actions for one or more service cnstomers includ-
ing said user, and the exact charges actually billed

40

45

to said user by said service provider for each said

service transaction;

data processing means comprising respective compu- -

tation hardwsre means and respective software
programming means for directing the activities of
said computation hardware means;

means for transferring at least a part of said individual
transaction records from said storage means to said
data processing means;

said data processing mesns generating preprocessed
summary reports as specified by the user from said
‘individual transaction records transferred from
said storage means and organizing said summary
reports into a format for storage, manipulation and
display on a personal computer data piocessing
means;

means for transferring said individual ‘transaction
records including said summary reports from said
data processing means to said personal computer
data processing means; and

sajd personal.computer data processing means being
adapted to perform additional processing on said

55
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individual transaction records which have been at
least in part preprocessed by said data processing
means utilizing said summary reports for expedited
retrieval of dats, to present a subset of said selected
records including said exact charges actually billed
to said user.

2. A gystem as in claim 1 wherein:

said preprocessing operations inciude preparation of

summary reports and graphs,

3. A system as in claim 1 wherein:

said data is reorganized into a table format suitable for

Joeding into an opsrative data base structure for
said personal computer processing means,

4. A system as in claim 3 wherein said dats base is
RBASE.

8. A system as in claim I wh:_:rem.

said data processing means comprises B first and a

gecond data processor, said first data processor
being adapted to perform said selection of said
records and said second data processor being
adapted to perform said preprocessing of said se-
lected records,

§. A -system as in claim 5 'wherein means are provided
for transferring deta from said first data processor to
said second data processor.

7, A system as in claim 1 wherein said data processing
mesns comprises & single data processor adapted to
perform said selection and said preproc&ssmg opera-
tions.

8. A system for presenting, under control of a user,
usage and actual cost information relating to telecom-
munications service provided to said vser by a telecom-
munications service provider, said system comprising:
telecommunications service provider storage means

for storing records prepared by 8 telecommunica-

tions service provider relating to telecommunica-
tions usage for one or more telecommunications
subscribers including said wuser, and the exact
charges actually billed to said user by said service
provider for said usage;

data processing roeans comprising respective compu-
tation” hardware means and respective software
programming means for directing the activities of
said computation hardware means;

means for transferring ‘at least a part of the records
from said service provider storage means to said
data processing meaus; -

said data processing means generating preprocessed
summary reports as specified by the user from said
telecommunications usage records tramsferred
from said storage means and organizing said sum-
mary reports into a format for storage, manipula.
tion and display on a personal computer dats pro-
cessing means;

means for transferring said telecommunications usage
records including said summary reports from gaid
data processing means to said personal computer
data processing means; and

said persanal computer data processing means being
adapted to perform additional processing on said
telecommunications records which have been at
least in part preprocessed by said data processing
means utilizing said summary reports for expedited
retrieval of data, to present a subset of said tele-
communications usage records including said exact
charges actually bilied to said wser,

9. A system as in claim 8 wherein said records pre-

pared by said telecommunications carrier comprise for
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each zaid telecommunications subscriber all information
required for said telecommunications carzier to produce
sn ordinary telecommunications bill for that telecom-
munications subscriber,

10. A system 23 in claim 8 wherein said selected re-
cords relating to telecommunications usage and cost
comprise at least cne telecommunications call detail
record corresponding to a unique telecommunications
call to be billed to said subscriber, said call having a
length determined by said telecommunications carrier.

11. A system ss in claim 10 wherein said telecommu-
nications call detail record includes an exact indicia of &
charge assessed by said telecommunications carrier to
said subscriber for said call.

12, A systent as in claim 10 wherein said telecommu-
nications call detail record includes an exact indicia of
the length of said call determined by said telecommuni-
cations carrier, .

13. A system as in claim 10 wherein:

said data processing means creates additional records

containing information derived from said prepro-
cessing operations;

an information interchange media means transfers

said additional records from said data processing
means to said personal computer data processing
reans;

said persomal computer data processing means being

adapted to, under the control of a user, perform
additional processing on said additional records
created by said data processing means; and

to present a subset of said additional records as

chosen by said user.
14, A system as in claim 13 wherein ¢ach said tele-
communications call detall record comprises one or
more indicia of a carrier code identifying a carrier
through which said call was billed.
15, A system as in claim 14 wherein:
said data processing means, responsive to said carrier
code indicia, accumulates for each said telecommu-
nication subscriber a summary of said telecommu-
nications calls billed through said carrier; and

stores sald summary in carrier summary records on an
intermediate storage means in said data processing
means.

16. A system as in claim 15 wherein said additional
records comprise at least one carrier summary recard
created by said data processing means.

17. A system as in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
commumications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a site code identifylng a customer loca-
tion from which said call was placed.

18. A system as in claim 17 wherein:

said data processing means, responsive to said xite

code indicia, accumulates for cach said telecommu-
nications subscriber a summary of said telecommu-
nications calls placed from each said customer
location; and

stores s2id summary in site code summary records on

an intermediate storage means in said data process-
ing means, ’

19. A system as in claim 18 wherein said additional
records comprise at least one site code summary record
ereated by said data pracessing means.

20. A system as in claim 13 wherein each said tele-

communications call detail record comprises one or 65

more indicia of an originating station number from
which said call was placed.
21. A system as in claim 20 wherein:
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said data processing means, responsive to raid origi-
nating station number indicia, accumulates for each
said telecommunication subscriber a summary of
zaid telecommunications calls placed from each
said origination station number; and
stores seid summary I originating station number
summary records on an intermediate storage means
in sald data processing means,

22. A system as in claim 21 wherein said additional
records comprise at least one originating station number
summary record created by said data processing means,

23, A system as in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a date when said call was placed.

24. A system as in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a time when said call was placed.

25, A system as in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a locality where said call was termi-
nated,

26. A system as in claim 13 whereln cach said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a political region where said call was
terminated.

27. A system as in claim 33 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
mare indicia of a terminating station number to which
said call was placed.

28, A system as in claim 27 wherein:

said terminating station number indicia includes indi-

cia of a carrier-recognized geographical area to
which said call was placed;

said data processing mesns, responsive to said geo-

graphical area indicla, accumulates for each said
telecommunications subscriber a summary of said
telecommunications calls placed to each said carri-
er-recognized geographical ares; and

stores said summary ir geographical area code sum-

mary records on an intermediate storage means in
said data processing means.
29. A systern &s in claim 28 wherein sald additional
records comprise at Jeast one geographical area code
summary record created by said data processing means.
30. A system as in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a length in time of said call.
31, A system as in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
communjcations call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a project accounting code to which said
call should be atiributed.
32 A system as in claim 31 wherein;
said date processing means, responsive to said project
accounting code Indicie, accumulates for each said
telecommunications subscriber & summary of said
telecommunications calls to which each said
project accounting code was attributed; and

stores said summary in project accounting code sum-
mary records on an intermediate storage means in
sald data processing means.

33. A system as in claim 32 wherein said additional
records comprise at least one project accounting code
summary record created by said data processing means,

34, A system as. in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a billing classification code associated
with said call by said carrier.

35. A system as in claim 34 wherein:
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said data processing means, responsive to said billing
classification code indicis, accumulates for each
said telecommunications subscriber & summary of
said telecommunications calls associated with each
said billing clessification code; and
stores said summary in billing classification code
summary records on an intermediate storage means
in seid data’ processmg means. :

36. A system o5 in claim 35 wherein said nddmomd
records comprise at least one billing classification code
summary record created by said data processing means.

37. A system 8s in claim 12 whereln each zaid tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a call cost associated with said call by
gaid carrier.

38 A system s in claim 13 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of miscellaneous information sssociated
with said call by said carrier.

39, A system as in cloim 8 wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of a magnetic tape
is employed as said means for transferring at least 2 part
of the records from said carrier storage means to said
data processing means. -

40. A system as in claim 8 wherein an information

10

interchange media means in the form of a magnetic disk |

is employed as seid means for transferring at least a part
of the records from said carrier storage means to said
data processing means.

41, A system as in cleim § wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of a data commu-
nications line is employed as said means for transferring
at least a part of the records from said carder. storage
means. to said data processing means,

42, A system as in claim 8 wherein;

said data processing means includes intermediate

means for storing & plurality of said selected re-
cords for at least two of said subscribers during said
preprocessing operations;
each of said selected records comprises at least indicia
identifying each said telecommunications sub-
scriber; and .

said data processing means is adapted to sort said
selected records responsive to said indicia identify-
ing said telecommunications subscriber to group
together logically on said intermediate storage
means all of sald selected records for eacb satd
subscriber,

43, A system as in claim 42 wherein:

each of said sclected records corresponds to a tale-

communications station number and further com-
prises at least indicia identifying said telecommuni-
cations station number; and

said data processing means is adapted to further sort

sald selectéd records responsive to said indicia
identifying said telecommunication station number
to group together logically on said intermediate
storage means all of said selected records corre-
sponding to each s2id telecommunications station
number,

4. A system as in claim 8 wherein &n mfcrmaﬁon
interchange media means in the form of & magnetic tape
is employed for transferring said sclected records from
said data processing means to said personal computer
data processing means.

45, A system as in claim 8 wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of a magnetic tape
is employed for transferring sald selected records fram

35

40

45

o
Iy

35 :
sald data processing means to said personal computer
data processing means.

48, A system a3 in claim 8 wherein an information
interchange medis means in the form of a data commu-
pications line is employed for transferring said selected
records from sald data processing means to said per-
sonal computer data progessing means,

47, A method for presenting information on a per-
sonal computer data processing means concerning the
actual cost of & service provided 1o 2 user by a service
provider, said method comprising:

storing {ndividual transaction records. prepared by

said service provider on & storage means, gaid
transaction records relating to individual eervice
transactions for at least one service customer in-
cluding said user, and the exact chirges actually
billed to ssid user by said service provider for each
said service transaction;

transferving at least s part of eaid transaction records

from said storage .means to & data processing
means;

generating preprocessed summary reports as speci-

fied by the user from said individual transaction
records transferred from said storage mesns and
organizing said summary reparts into a format for
storage, manipulation and display on a personal
computer data processing means;

transferring said preprocessed individual transaction

records mcluding said summary reports from said
data processing means to at least one personal com-
puter data processing means;
performing additional processing of said individual
transaction records on sa2id at least one personal
computer data processing means utilizing said sum-
mary reports for expedited retrieval of data;

presenting a subset of said individual transaction re-
cords choseh via said at least une persopal com-
puter data processing means including said exact
charges lcmnlly billed to said user; and

said data processing means and said at least one per-

sonal computer processing means comprising re-
spective computation bardware means and respec-
tive software programming means arranged for
direcling the activities of sald computation hard-
ware means.

48. A method as in claim 47 whersin said records
preparcd by seid service provider comprise for each
said service customer all information conc:ming tele-
communications services provided to said service cus-
tomer and the applicable billing rates required for said
service provider 1o producc an ordinary telecommuni-
cations bill for that service oustomer.

49. A method as in claim 47 whersin said selected
records relate t0 telecommunications usage and cost
and comprise at Jeast one telecommunication call detail
record corresponding to a unigue telecommunications
call to be billed 10 said service customer, said call hav-
ing a2 length determined by said service provider.

80, A method as in claim 49 wherein said telecommu-
nications call detsil record includes an exact indicia of a
charge assessed by said service provider to said service
customer for said call.

51. A method as in claim 49 wherein said telecommu-
nications call detail record includes an exact indicia of
the length of said call determined by said service pro-
vider.

52, A methed as in claim 49 wherein each zaid tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
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more indicia of a carrier code identifying a carrier
through which seid csll was billed. =~

53. A method as in claim 52 wherein:

said data processing means, responsive to said carrier

code indicia, accumulates for each said service
customer a summary of gaid telecommunications
calls billed through said carrier; and

said summary is stored in carrier summary records on

an intermediate storage means in said data process-
ing means.
84, A method ss in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a set code identifying a customer loca-
tion from which said call was placed.
55, A method as in claim 54 wherein:
said datz processing means, responsive to said site
code indicia, accumulates for each said service
customer a summary of said telecommunications
calls placed from each said customer location; and

said summary is stored in site code summary records
on an intermedisate storage means in said data pro-
cessing means.

56. A method as in clafm 49 whercin each ssid tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicie of an originating station number from
which said call was placed.

57. A method as in claim 56 wherein:

said data processing means, responsive to said origi-

pating station number indicia, accumilates for each
said service customer a summary of said telecom-
munications calls placed from each said origination
station number; and

said summary is stored in originating station number

summary records on an intermediate storage means
in said data processing means.

58, A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises onc or
more indicia of a date when said call was placed.

59. A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a time when said call was placed.

60. A method as in claim 49 whercin each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of 8 Jocality where said call was termi-
nated,

61, A method as in claim 43 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a political region where said call was
terminated.

62. A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a terminating station number to which
sald call was placed.

63. A method as in claim 62 wherein;

said terminating station number indicia includes indi-

cia of a carrier-recognized geographical arez to
which said call was placed;

said dats processing means, responsive to said geo-

graphical area indicia, accumulates for each said
service customer a summary of said telecommuni-
cations calls placed to each said carrier-recognized
geographical area; and

said summary is stored™in geographical area code

summary records on an intermediate storage means
in said data processing means,

64. A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicla of a length in time of said call.

38

65. A methad as in claim 49 wherein each zaid tele-

communications call deteil record comprises one or
more indicia of a project accounting code to which said
call should be attributed.
3 66, A method a3 in claim 65 wherein: "
said data processing means, responsive to said project
accounting code indicia, accumulates for each said
gervice customer a summary of said telecommuni-
cations calls to which each said project accounting
10 code wes attributed; and

stores said summary in project accounting code sum-

mary records on said intermediate storage means.

&7. A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detall record comprises one or

15 more indicia of & billing classificstion code associated
with said call by sald service provider.

68. A method as in claim 67 wherein:

said data processing means, responsive to said billing

classification code indicia, accumulstes for each

20 sald service customer a summary of said telecom-
munications calls associated with each said billing
classification code; and

said summary is stored in billing classx.ﬁcatxon code

summary records cn an intermediate storage means
25 in said data processing means.

69. A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of a call cost associated with said call by
said sexvice provider.

30 70, A method as in claim 49 wherein each said tele-
communications call detail record comprises one or
more indicia of miscellaneous information associsted
with said call by said service provider.

71. A method as in claim 47 wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of a magnetic tape
is employed to transfer said selected records from said
storage means to said data processing means.

72. A method as in claim 47 wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of a magnetic disk
40 is employed to transfer said selected records from said

storage means to said data processing means. |

73. A method as In claim 47 wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of 2 datz commu-
nications line is employed to transfer said selected re-

5 cords from said storage means to said data processing
means.

74. A method as n claim 47 wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of a magnetic tape
is employed to transfer said selécted records from sald

50 data processing medns to said personal computer data
processing means.

75. A method as in claim 47 wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of & magnetic disk
is employed to transfer said selected records from said

55 data processing means to said personal computer data
processing means.

76. A method as in claim 47 wherein an information
interchange media means in the form of a data commu-
nications line is employed to transfer said selected re-

60 cords from said data proccssmg means to said personal
computer data processing means,

77. A method as in claim 47 wherein:

said data proccssing means includes intermediate

means for storing during said preprocessing opera-
€5 tions a plurality of said selected records for at least
two of said service customers;

each of said selected records comprises at lzast indicia

identifying each said service customer; and

w
[y

S
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said data processing means is adapted to sort said
selected records responsive to said indicia identify-
ing said service customer to group together logi-
cally on said intermedlate storage means all of said
selected records for each zaid customer.
78. A method s in claim 77 wherein:
each of sald selected records corresponds to a tele-
commuaications station number and further com-
prises at least indicia identifying said telecommuni-
cations station number; and
said data processing means i3 adapted 1o further sort
said selected records responsive to said indicia
identifying said telecommunications station nom-
ber to group together logically on said intermedi-
ate storage means all of said selected records corre-
sponding to each said telecommunications etation
number, ' ' C
79, A method as in claim 47 wherein said data pro-
cessing means includes a first and 'a second data proces-
sor and means for transferring selected records from
said first data processor to said second daia processor,
said first data processor being adapted for selecting said
records relating to service usage and exact changes
from said transferred transaction records and said sec-
ond data processor being adapted for said preprocessing
of said selected records, said second data processor
being further adapted to create additional records con-

10

20

35

45

- 50

55

65

" 40
taining information derived from said preprocessing
operations for transfer o s2id personal computer data
processing means.

80. A method ss in claim 79 wherein said additional
records comprise at least one project accounting code
summary record created by said second data processing
means. :

81, A method &5 in claim 80 wherein said additional
records comprise at least one carrier summary record
created by said second. data processing means.

82. A method as in claim 81 wherein said gdditional
records comprise at least one billing classification code
summary record created by said second data processing
means. .

83. A method gs In claim 83 wherein said additional
records comprise ot least one geographical area code
summary record recorded by said second data process-
ing means. C
' 84, A method as in claim 83 wherein said additional
records comprise at least one originating station number
summary record created by said second data processing
means. ) , ’

85. A method as in claim 84 whercin said additional
records comprise at least one site code summary record

created by said second data processing means.
¥ & ¥ @ %
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5 On. informau'.(_)n and belief, Defendant BellSouth Corporation (“BellSouth™) is -
a Georgia cotporation W’.lth its principal place of business at 1155 Peachtree Street, N.E.,
Suite 500,-Atlanta, GA 30309-3610. BellSouth conduc%s business in Indiana.

6. On information and belief, Defendant Citizens Communications Company
(“Citizens”) is 2 Delaware cotporation with its principal place of business at 3 High Ridge
Park, Stamford, CT 06903. Citizens conducts bﬁsincss in Indiana.

7. On information and bglief, Défendant Convergys Corporation (“Convergys”)
is an Ohio c_orporaﬁon with its principal place of business at 201 E. Fourth Street, |
Cincinnati, OH 45202. Convergys conducts business in Indiana.

8. Oninformation and belief, Defendant Mid America Compute Cotpotation
(“MACC”) is a Nebraska cotporation with its principal place of busiriess at 111 Admital
Diive, P.O. Box 700, Blair, NE 68008-0700. MACC conducts business in Indiana, has
registered to do business in Indiana, and Has designated its registered agent for setvice of
process as Lanté K. Earnest, 135 N. Pennsylvania Street, #2100, Indianapolis, IN 46204

9. On information ar'ld belief, Defendant Qwest Communications International,

Inc.isa Color_adb corporation with its principal place of bus?ine;ss at 1801 California Street,
Suite 3800, Denver, CO 80202. Qwest Communications conducts business in Indiana.
10. " On information and belief, Defendant Qwest Corporation is a Colorade

corpotation with its principal place of business at 1801 California Street, Suite 3800, Denver,

CO 80202. Qwest'Corporation conducts business in Indiana

117629.00108/21281112v1
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA
INDIANAPOLIS DIVISION

Civil Action No. 1:04-CV-0073

CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC LIM/WTL) -

Plaintiff,
V.

)

)

)

)

)
CONVERGYS CORPORATION, )
QWEST COMMUNICATIONS )
INTERNATIONAL, INC,, and )
QWEST CORPORATION. )
)

Defendants. )

CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC’S MOTION TO CONSOLIDATE
Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 42, Centillion Data Systems, LLC (hereinafter “Centillion”)

respectfully files this Motion to Consolidate (“Motion™) Civil Action No. 1:04-cv-02076-JDT-
TAB with the above-captioned case. As set forth in detail below, the Court should grant
Centillion’s Motion to Consolidate because these two actions involve common issues of law and
fact and, furthermore, because consolidation would promote judicial efficiency. In support of its

Motion, Centillion states as follows:

I FACTUAL BACKGROUND

1. Centillion is the owner of United States Patent No. 5,287,270 (“the ‘270 patent”)
which recites an invention for a system of electronic billing, processing, reporting, and

analyzing, inter alia, telephone charges.

2. In September 2002, Centillion contacted Qwest Communications International, Inc.

117629.00108/35661065v1
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'(“Qwest Communications”) in an effort to offer Qwest Communications a license under the ‘270
patent because Centillion believed that a number of Qwest commercial software products were

covered by some or all of the claims of the ‘270 patent.

3. Following Qwest’s refusal to engage in meaningful negotiations, Centillion then filed
the above-entitled action against Qwest and six other defendants for patent infringement in this

jurisdiction.

4. On or about May 11, 2004, Qwest Corporation, a subsidiary of Qwest
Communications, then filed an action in the Western District of Washington against Centillion
(“the Washington action”) seeking declaratory judgments of non-infringement and invalidity of

the same ‘270 patent.

5. On June 8, 2004, Centillion amended its Complaint in the above-entitled action and

named Qwest Communications and Qwest Corporation as defendants in this action.

6. On July 13, 2004, Qwest Corporation amended its Complaint in the Washington

action to include Qwest Communications Corporation as a co-plaintiff in that action.

7. Centillion then moved on July 7, 2004 to dismiss, or in the alternative, to transfer the
Washington action to this Court on the basis the above-entitled action had been previously filed

and involved issues which were identical to those in the Washiﬂgton action.

8. On November 12, 2004, the Court in the Washington action granted Centillion’s
2

117629.00108/35661065v1
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Motion to Transfer (the “Washington Order”). Copies of the Washington Order and the
Washington case file are attached hereto as Exhibit A. In the Washington Order, the Court stated
that “[t]here is no dispute that the Indiana and Washington actions both involve the same
questions of infringement and validity of the ‘270 patent.” (See Washington Order, 4). The
Washington action was then transferred to this Court and assigned Civil Action No. 1:04-cv-

02076-JDT-TAB.

IL. THE COURT SHOULD GRANT CENTILLION’S MOTION TO
CONSOLIDATE

9. Centillion respectfully moves the Court to now consolidate the above-entitled action

with Civil Action No. 1:04-cv-02076-JDT-TAB. Fed. R. Civ. P. 42 provides, in pertinent part:

(a) Consolidation. When actions involving a common question of law or
fact are pending before the court, it may order a joint hearing or trial of
any or all the matters in issue in the actions; it may order all the actions
consolidated; and it may make such orders concerning proceedings therein
as may tend to avoid unnecessary costs or delay.

10. This Rule codifies the extremely broad power of the District Courts to consolidate
cases that was recognized by the Supreme Court of the United States as early as 1892, Mutual
Life Ins. Co. v. Hillmon, 145 U.S. 285, 286 (1892). “Under the Rules, the impulse is toward
entertaining the broadest possible scope of action c;)nsistent with fairness to the parties; joinder

of claims, parties and remedies is strongly encouraged.” United Mine Workers of America v.

Gibbs, 383 U.S. 715, 724 (1966) (citing Fed. R. Civ. P. 42); see'also In re Monon Telephone Co.,

218 F.R.D. 614,616 (N.D. Ind. 2003) (holding that actions should be consolidated under Fed. R.

Civ. P. 42(a) due to common questions of fact and law and in the interest of judicial economy

3
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and efficiency (citing MLR, LLC v. U.S. Robotics Corp., 2003 WL 685504 (N.D.II1. Feb.26,

2003)); Miller Brewing Co. v. Meal Co., Ltd., 177 F.R.D. 642, 643 (E.D. Wis. 1998) (granting

Motion for Consolidation where actions involved common issues of law and fact).

11. In this case, there is no dispute that the two civil actions pending in this jurisdiction
involve identical questions of fact and law relating to the validity of the ‘270 patent and its
infringement by Qwest Communications and the Qwest entities. Indeed, even Qwest
Communications International contests the validity of the ‘270 patent claims in an affirmative
defense contained its July 2, 2004 Aﬁswer in the above-entitled action. Qwest cannot point to
any material legal or factual distinction between these two actions which would warrant separate

adjudications and the additional expenditure of limited judicial resources.

12. Accordingly, a consolidation of such actions is feasible and would resultin a
substantial savings of expense to the parties by avoidance of duplication of effort, multiplication
of papers and instruments filed, and a substantial savings of time to both the Court and the

parties.

13. Furthenndre, the Qwest defendants will suffer no prejudice from consolidation as
there has been no activity or proceedings in Civil Action No, 1:04-cv-02076-JDT-TAB
following its transfer from the Washington Court. Conversely, Centillion will suffer significant
prejudice from being forced to litigate two separate actions involving identical issues of fact and

law in the same Court.

117629.00108/35661065v1
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- III. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Centillion respectfully requests that the Court consolidate

Civil Action No. 1:04-cv-02076-JDT-TAR with the above-entitled action.

Respectfully submitted,

1S/ Hamish S. Cohen

David C. Campbell

Hamish S. Cohen
BINGHAM MCHALE LLP
2700 Market Street
Indianapolis, IN 46204-4900

Leonard D. Steinman
BLANK ROME LLP
One Logan Square
Philadelphia, PA 19103

Michael C. Greenbaum

Victor M. Wigman

Hemant Keeto Sabharwal
BLANK ROME LLP

600 New Hampshire Avenue, NW
‘Washington, DC 20037

Attorneys for Plaintiff
Centillion Data Systems, LLC
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on January 21, 2003, a copy of the foregoing was filed electronically.
Notice of this filing will be sent to the following parties by operation of the Court’s electronic
filing system. Parties may access this filing through the Court’s system:

James Dimos

Joel E. Tragesser

Randall R. Riggs

LOCKE REYNOLDS LLP
201 North Illinois Street
Suite 1000

P.0. Box 44961
Indianapolis, IN 46244
Fax: (317) 237-3900

Mark D. Wegener

Edward Han

Matthew J. Moore

HOWREY SIMON ARNOLD & WHITE, LLP
1299 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW

Washington, DC 20004

Phone: (202) 783-0800

Fax: (202) 383-6610

/S/ Hamish S. Cohen
Hamish Cohen
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1 I hereby certify that the
annexed instrument is a true
and correct copy of the original
2 on file in office.
ATTEST: BRUCE RIFKIN
Clerk, U.S. District Court

3 Westerp District of Washington
4 A R
Deputy Clerk

5
6
7
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
8 WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON
AT SEATTLE
9
10 QWEST CORPORATION and QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION,
11 Plaintiffs, CASE NO. C04-1088C
12 v. ORDER
13| CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLL.C. and
14 CT1 GROUP (HOLDINGS), INC.,
05 Defendants.
16 . . . L .
This matter comes before the Court on Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss or in the Alternative o
17 ' . .
Transfer (Dkt. No. 20). Having reviewed the materials submitted by the parties and being fully informed,
18 L
-the Court hereby GRANTS Defendants’ Motion to Transfer and DENIES Defendants’ Motion to
19 ..
Dismiss.
20
I. BACKGROUND
21
Centillion Data Systems (“Centillion™), a holding company for intellectual property, owns a patent
22 .
for a particular system of electronic billing, processing, reporting, and analyzing telephone charges, U.S.
23 : R ‘
Patent No. 5,287,270 (“the ‘270 patent™). CTI Group Holdings {“CTIG") is a licensee of the “270 patent
24 .
and is in the business of selling telephone billing analysis software. Centillion and CTIG believe that
25
26 | ORDER - 1

Exhibit A
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10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

25

26

certain Qwest billing products and services offered to customers in connection with Qwest’s long-
distance services infringe the ‘270 patent. In September 2002, Centillion and CTIG contacted Qwest
Communications International, Inc. (“Qwest 1"), the parent company of the Qwest corporations, to
request that the parties meet regarding the ‘270 patent. Centillion and CTIG assert that during their
negotiations with Qwest throughout the following year, Qwest’s corporate counsel responded on
“Qwest” letterhead, with a return address from “Qwest,” and referenced “Qwest,” “Qwest services,” and
whether “Qwest infringes on the claims of the ‘270 patent through its Logic, Billmate, and integrated
access Billing Systemn Services.”

After Centillion and CTIG were unsuccessful in pre-litigation licensing negotiations, they filed suit
against “Qwest” and six other defendants for patent infringement in the Southern District of Indiana in
February, 2004 (“Indiana action”). Qwest 1 received a summons and the First Amended Complaint in the
Indiana action. On May 11, 2004, Qwest Corporation (“Qwest 2") filed the present action in the Western
District of Washington against Centillion and CTIG seeking declaratory judgments of non-infringement
and invalidity of the ‘270 patent (“Washington action™). On May 13, 2004, Qwest 1 submitted a Motion
for More Definite Statement in the Indiana action identifying Qwest 2 as the entity that it believes
“Centillion may have intended to accuse of patent infringement.” On June 8, 2004, Centillion and CTIG
amended their complaint in the Indiana action, naming as defendants Qwest 1 and Qwest 2, On July 13,
2004, Qwest 2 amended its complaint in the Washington action to add Qwest Communications
Corporation (“Qwest 3") as a Plaintiff,

In sum, Centillion and CTIG are suing Qwest 1 and Qwest 2 in the Indiana action for infringement
of the 270 patent. At the same time, Qwest 2 and Qwest 3 are suing Centillion and CTIG in the
Washington action for declaratory judgment of non-infringement and invalidity of the ‘270 patent.
Centillion and CTIG seek to transfer this case to the District Court for :the Southern District of Indiana on
the basis that a previously-filed action relating to identical issues is pending. In the altemative, Centillion

and CTIG request that this Court dismiss the amended complaint for lack of personal jurisdiction. Qwest

ORDER -2
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1 || 2 and Qwest 3 oppose transferring the case, arguing that there is no jurisdiction over Qwest 2 in Indiana,
2 I and therefore, the first-to-file rule is inapplicable. They also oppose dismissing the case on the grounds
3 || that this Court has personal jurisdiction over Centillion and CTIG.
4 II. ANALYSIS
5 The “first-to-file” rule allows a district court, in its discretion, to stay, transfer, or dismiss an
6 || action when a case involving the same partlcs and issues has already been filed in another federal district
7 || court. See Cedars-Sinai Med. Ctr. v. Shalala, 125 F.3d 765, 769 (9th Cir. 1997); Alitrade, Inc. v,
8 || Uniweld Products, Inc., 946 F.2d 622 (9th Cir. 1991). In applying this rule, the Court considers the
9 { following factors: (1) the chronology of the two actions; (2) the similarity of the parties; and (3) the
10 |f similarity of the issues. Z-Line Designs, Inc. v. Bell’O Int’l L.L.C., 218 FR.D. 663, 665 (N.D. Cal.
11 [} 2003). The Ninth Circuit has recognized that “increasing calendar congestion in the federal courts makes
12 || it imperative to avoid concurrent litigation in more than one forum whenever consistent with the rights of
13 || parties. A court may choose not to exercise its jurisdiction when another court having jurisdiction over
14 | the same matter has entertained it and can achieve the same result,” Church of Scientology of Cal. v.
15 | U.S. Dept. of Army, 611 F.2d 738, 750 (9th Cir. 1979). Although the first-to-file rule was developed to
16 || serve the purpose of promoting efficiency and should not be disregarded lightly, circumstances and
17 || modern judicial reality may demand that the court follow a different approach. Id. The circumstances
18 || under which an exception to the first-to-file rule typically will be made include bad faith, anticipatory suit,
19 || and forum shopping. Alltrade, 946 F.2d at 628. Generally, a suit is anticipatory when the plaintiff filed
20 Jf its suit upon specific, concrete indications that a suit by the defendant was imminent. Ward v. Follett
21 || Corp., 158 ER.D. 645, 648 (N.D. Cal. 2003).
22 A. FIRST-TO-FILE RULE
23 Centillion argues that the first-to-file rule should apply because it filed its patent-mfTingement suit
24 || against “Qwest” in Indiana three months before Qwest 2 filed its declaratory judgment action for patent

25 || non-infringement and invalidity against Centillion and CTIG in Washington. However, Qwest 2 and

26 || ORDER -3
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10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

23

25

26

Qwest 3 point out that Centillion did not amend its complaint to name Qwest 2 in the Indiana action until
June, 2004, almost one month after Qwest 2 filed the Washington action, There is no dispute that the
Indiana and Washington actions both involve the same Questions of infringement and validity of the ‘270
patent. The only issue is whether the naming of “Qwest” in the Indiana action sufficiently identified the
parties that filed suit in the Washington action. If so, then Centillion and CTIG will benefit from the first-
to-file rule.

If the identity of the corporation is reasonably clear, a misnomer in the complaint that is not
misleading or destructive as to the identity of the corporation may bc treated as immaterial. See, e.g.,
Grooms v. Greyhound Corp., 287 F.2d 95, 98 (6th Cir. 1961). Here, there is evidence on the record that
during pre-litigation negotiations, Qwest’s own corporate counsel fepeatedly referred to the potential
infringers as “Qwest” and made no distinction between the numerous Qwest entities. (See, ¢.g., Defs.’
Mot. at Ex. K and Ex, L.) Thus, any confusion as to the entity names stemmed directly from “Qwest’s”
counsel’s reference to the allegedly-infringing products as “Qwest’s” products. Moreover, Qwest 2’s
filing of the Washington suit regarding the same patent demonstrates that the Indiana complaint
sufficiently put the Qwest entities on notice of the patent infringement action. For these reasons, the
Court is satisfied that the naming of “Qwest” as a defendant in the Indiana action does not reflect
sloppiness or disregard for corporate formalities. Thus, the Court finds it appropriate to transfer this
action to Indiana pursuant to the first-to-file rule.

B. ANTICIPATORY FILING

Even if the Court had found the first-to-file rule inapplicable in this action, the Court finds that
Qwest 2’s filing of the declaratory judgment action in Washington was anticipatory. A suit is anticipatory
when the plaintiff filed upon receipt of specliﬁc, concrete indications that a suit by defendant was
imminent. Ward, 158 F.R.D. at 648. In this case, where the parties cngaged in a year-long pre-litigation
negotiation that ultimately resulted in the filing of the Indiana action, the Court finds that Qwest 2 had

specific and concrete indications that a suit by Centillion against the right Qwest entity was imminent.

ORDER -4
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1 || This is evidenced by the fact that two days after Qwest 2 filed the Washington action, Qwest 1 notified

2 || Centillion in its Motion for More Definite Statement in the Indiana action that Centillion should have

3 i| named Qwest 2 as the proper defendant. Although the Court deems that the Indiana action was filed first

4 || and thus met the first-to-file rule, the Court also finds that the Washington suit was anticipatory.

5 For these reasons, the Court finds that this action should proceed in concert with the Indizna

6 | action. Accordingly, the Court GRANTS Defendants’ Motion to Transfer and hereby transfers the case

7 || to the Southern District of Indiana. The Court also finds that consideration of Defendants’ Motion to

g | Dismiss for lack of personal jurisdiction is unnecessary in light of the Court’s decision to transfer, and

9 i therefore, DENIES Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss.
10
11 SO ORDERED this 12th day -of NOVEMBER, 2004.
12 |

/s/ John C. Coughenour
13 UNITED STATES DISTRICT TUDGE

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

23

25

26 | ORDER -5
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700 STEWART ST. LOBBY LEVEL
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98101

46 EAST OHIO STREET 1 :04-cv-2076 JDT-TAB

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46204

RE: OWEST CORPORATION AND QWEST COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION vs.
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, L.L.C. AND CTI GROUP (HOLDINGS). INC..

C04-1088C

Dear Clerk:

Pursuant to the order transferring the above captioned case to your Court, enclosed are:

1. Certified copy of docket entries;

2. Certified copy of transfer order; and

3. Original case file documents.

Please acknowledge receipt of the above documents by returning the copy of this letter,

Very truly yours,

BRUCE RIFKIN, CLERK

L. SIMLE, Deputy Clerk

By:
Enclosures
cc: counsel of record
file

A381




Case 1:04-cv-00073-LIM-DKL  Document 170-1 Filed 01/21/05 Page 7 of 17 PagelD #: 1373

wAwD CV/ECF Version 2.2 - Docket Report

U.S. District Court
Western District of Washington (Seattle)
CIVIL DOCKET FOR CASE #: 2:04-cv-01088-JCC
Internal Use Only

Qwest Corporation v. Centillion Data Systems LLC et al Date Filed: 05/12/2004

Assigned to: John C Coughenour Tury Demand: Plaintiff

Cause: 35:145 Patent Infringement Nature of Suit: 830 Patent
Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Plaintiff

Qwest Coxrporation . represented by Hector G Gallegos
MORRISON & FOERSTER (L.A))
555 W 5STH ST
STE 3500
LOS ANGELES, CA 50013-1024
213-892-5200
Email: HGallegos @ mofo.com
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

J Manena Bishop

MORRISON & FOERSTER (L.A.)
555 W 5TH ST

STE 3500

L.OS ANGELES, CA 90013-1024
213-892-3500

Email: MBishop@mofo.com
LEAD ATTORNEY

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Stephen J. Tan
BROWN REAVIS & MANNING PLLC
1201 THIRD AVE
he STE 320
I hereby ey & true SEATTLE, WA 98101
a'nnexrrer*t copy of the original 206-292-6300
and c0 file in my offize. Fax: FAX 292-6301
9o ARUCE RTRIN Email: stan @brmlaw.co
%Eﬁs%.:if Bisipict Court LEAD ATTORNEY
Wesverp District o Washinglo ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
By b7 Deputy Clerk Vincent J Belusko
MORRISON & FOERSTER (L.A.)
555W STH ST
STE 3500
LOS ANGELES, CA 90013-1024
213-892-5200
Email: VBelusko @mofo,.com

LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Plaintff
Qwest Communications Corporation represented by Stephen J. Tan
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
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V.
Defendant
Centillion Data Systems LLC

Defendant
CTI Group (Holdings) Inc

of 3

represented by Brian G Bodine

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE (SEA)

1501 4TH AVE

STE 2600

SEATTLE, WA 98101-1688
206-622-3150

Email; brianbodine @dwt.com
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Leonard D Steinman

BLANK ROME (NY)

405 LEXINGTON AVE

NEW YORK, NY 10174

Email: Isteinman @blankrome.com
LEAD ATTORNEY

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Michael C Greenbaum

BLANK ROME (DC)

600 NEW HAMPSHIRE AVE NW
WASHINGTON, DC 20037
202-772-5858

Email: greenbaum@blankrome.com
LEAD ATTORNEY

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Andrew M Mar

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE (SEA)

1501 4TH AVE

STE 2600

SEATTLE, WA 98101-1688
206-622-3150

Fax: FAX 628-7699

Email; andrewmar@dwt.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jill Morgan Ballo

DAVIS WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP
1501 4TH AVE

STE 2600

SEATTLE, WA 98101-1688
206-622-3150

Fax: FAX 628-7699

Email: jillballo@dwt.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

represented by Brian G Bodine
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Michael C Greenbanm

(See above for address)

LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Jill Morgan Balle
(See above for address)
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Date Filed # Docket Text

05/11/2004 @1 | COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY JUDGMENT OF NONINFRINGEMENT AND
INVALIDITY OF U.S. PATENT NQ. 5,287,270 and YURY DEMAND against defendant(s) CTI
Group (Holdings) Inc, Centillion Data Systems LLC (Summons(es) issued) (Receipt # 604640) ,
filed by Qwest Corporation. (Attachments; # 1 Exhibit 1 pgs. 7-18# 2 Exhibit 1 pgs. 19-28# 3
Exhibit 1 pgs. 29-38# 4 Exhibit | pgs. 39-48# 5 Exhibit 1 pgs. 49-58)(PM, ) Additional
attachment(s) added on 5/12/2004 (PM, ). (Entered: 05/12/2004)

05/14/2004 @2 | APPLICATION by Plaintiff Qwest Corporation AND ORDER admitting I Manena Bishop for
Qwest Corporation pro hac vice, Receipt # 604640. (LS, ) (Entered: 05/14/2004)
05/14/2004 @3 [ REPORT ON THE FILING OR DETERMINATION OF AN ACTION REGARDING A

PATENT OR TRADEMARK completed by Clerk. Original sent to the US Patent & Trademark
Office. (PM, ) (Entered: 05/14/2004)

05/17/2004 @4 | APPLICATION by Plaintiff Qwest Corporation AND ORDER admitting Hector G Gallegos for
Qwe_st Corporation pro hac vice. Receipt # 604640. (LS, ) (Entered: 05/17/2004)

05/17/2004 @3 { APPLICATION by Plaintiff Qwest Corporation AND ORDER admitting Vincent J Belusko for
Quwest Corporation pro hac vice, Receipt # 604640, (LS, ) (Entered: 05/17/2004)

05/21/2004 ***xStaff notes Preassignment of Judge Benton in the event of consent. (PM, ) (Entered:
05/21/2004)

057252004 @6 | MINUTE ENTRY setting status conference:

The attorney who will be responsible for trying the case should attend the conference and be
prepared to discuss the following matters at the conference: 1. The nature of the case, 2. The
status of matters which are presently set before the Court, e.g., hearings, motions, etc., 3. The
status of discovery and a time schedule for its completion, 4. A statement of any legal issues about
which motions are contemplated and a possible briefing schedule, 5, An estimate of the number of
days needed for trial, 6. Whether the case is jury or non-jury, 7. The date by which the case will be
ready for trial, and 8. Settlement probabilities. Counsel for all parties are required to appear at the
conference, If counsel office is outside of Seattle, arrangements can be made for telephonic
participation in the conference. If counsel wish to make such arrangements, they should contact
Julie Mahnke, Deputy Clerk at 206-553-4435, COUNSEL FOR THE PLAINTIFF IS DIRECTED
TO NOTIFY ALL PARTIES OF THE DATE AND TIME OF THE SCHEDULED
CONFERENCE. Status Conference set for 9/28/2004 09:00 AM before John C Coughenour. (JM,
) (Entered: 05/25/2004)

05/26/2004 @7 | ORDER REGARDING DISCOVERY AND DEPOSITIONS by Judge John C Coughenour. (LS,
) (Entered: 05/26/2004)

05/26/2004 @3 } SERVICE OF SUMMONS and Complaint returned executed upon defendant Centillion Data
Systems LLC on 5/17/2004. (Tan, Stephen) (Entered; 05/26/2004)

05/26/2004 Q@9 | SERVICE OF SUMMONS and Complaint returned executed upon defendant CTI Group
(Holdings) Inc on 5/17/2004, (Tan, Stephen) (Entered: 05/26/2004)

05/26/2004 @10 | STIPULATION of parties re 1 Complaint, Extension of Time for Defendant to Answer or

Orhermse Respond to Plamnff‘: Complaint. (Bodine, Brian) (Emtered: 05/26/2004)

of 5 [2/15/2004 3:31 PM
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06/02/2004 @11 [ STIPULATION AND ORDER by Judge John C Coughenour, The Court extends the deadline for
dfts to answer or otherwise respond ta pltf's complaint to 7/7/04.(CL, ) (Entered: 06/03/2004)
07/06/2004 913 | APPLICATION by Defendants CT1 Group (Holdings) Inc, Centillion Data Systems LLC AND

ORDER admitting Michael C Greenbaum for CTI Group (Holdings) Inc and Centillion Data
Systems LLC pro hac vice. Receipt # 316691. (LS, ) (Entered: 07/12/2004)

07/06/2004 @16 | APPLICATION by Defendants CT1 Group (Holdings) Inc, Centillion Data Systems LLC AND
ORDER admitting Lecnard D Steinman for CTT Group (Holdings) Inc and Centillion Data
Systems LLC pro hac vice. Receipt # 316691. (LS, ) (Entered: 07/12/2004)

07/07/2004 @12 | MOTION to Dismiss or Transfer by Defendants CTI Group (Holdings) Inc, Centillion Data
Systemns LLC. Noting Date 7/30/2004. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1# 2 Exhibit 2# 3 Exhibit 34 4
Exhibit 4# 3 Exhibit 5# § Exhibit 6% 7 Exhibit 7# 8 Exhibit 8# § Exhibit 94 [0 Exhibit (0# 11
Exhibit [1# 12 Exhibit 12# 13 Exhibit 13# 14 Proposed Order)(Bodine, Brian) (Enfered:
07/07/2004)

07/07/2004 213 DECLARATION of John Cauffman filed by Defendants CTI Group (Holdings) Inc, Centillion
Data Systems LLC re 12 MOTION to Dismiss or Transfer (Attachments: # 1 Declaration of John
Cauffman)(Bodine, Brian) (Entered: 07/07/2004)

07/07/2004 @14 | CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by Defendants CTI Group (Holdings) Inc, Centillion Data Systems
LLC, CTI Group (Holdings) Inc, Centillion Data Systems LLC re 12 MOTION to Dismiss or
Transfer, 13 Declaration of John Cauffman (Bodine, Brian) (Entered: 07/07/2004)

07/13/2004 @17 | First AMENDED COMPLAINT for Declaratory Judgment of Noninfringement and Invalidity of
U.S. Patent No. 5,287,270 against defendant all defendants, filed by Qwest Communications
Corporation, Qwest Corporation. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 (9-23)# 2 Exhibit 1 (24-38)# 3
Exhibit 1 (39-53)# 4 Exhibit 1 (54-68)# 5 Exhibit 1 (69-73)# § Exhibit 1 (74-78)3# 7 Exhibit |
(79-81)# 8 Exhibit 2# 9 Exhibit 3# 10 Exhibit 4# 11 Exhibit 5)(Tan, Stephen) (Entered:
07/13/2004)

07/23/2004 @18 | RESPONSE, by Plaintiffs Qwest Communications Corporation, Qwest Corporation, to [2
MOTION to Dismiss or Transfer (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit 1 (12-31)# 2 Exhibit 1 (32-51)# 3
Exhibit 1 (52-71)# 4 Exhibit 1 (72-93)# 5 Exhibit 2 (94-97)# 6 Exhibit 3 (98-103)# 7 Exhibit 4
(104-113)# 8 Exhibit 5 (114-121)# 3 Exhibit 6 (122-128)# 10 Exhibit 7 (129-132)# 11 Exhibit 8
(133-139)# 12 Exhibit 9 (140-149) 13 Exhibit 10 (150-152))(Tan, Stephen) (Entered:
07/2312004)

19 | WITHDRAWAL of Motion by Defendants CT1 Group (Holdings) Inc, Centillion Data Systems
LLCre 12 MOTION to Dismiss or Transfer filed by Centillion Data Systems LLC, CT1 Group
(Holdings) Inc (Bodine, Brian) (Entered: 07/26/2004)

MOTION to Dismiss or in the Alternative to Transfer by Defendants CTI Group (Holdings) Inc,
Centillion Data Systems LLC. Noting Date 8/20/2004. (Attachments; # 1 Exhibit A# 2 Exhibit B#
3 Exhibit C# 4 Exhibit D, E, and F# 5 Exhibit G# § Bxhibit H# 7 Exhibit I# 8 Exhibit J# 9 Exhibit
K and L# 10 Exhibit M# 11 Exhibit N# 12 Exhibit O# 13 Exhibit P# 14 Exhibit Q# 15 Proposed
Order # 16 Certificate of Service)(Ballo, Jill) (Entered: 07/27/2004)

©
o

07/26/2004

07/272004

~

08/13/2004 @21 | RESPONSE, by Plaintiffs Qwest Communications Corporation, Qwest Corporation, to 20
MOTION to Dismiss or in the Alternative to Transfer (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit L (13-32)# 2
Exhibit 1 (33-32)# 3 Exhibit 1 (53-72)# 4 Exhibit 1 (73-94)# 3 Exhibit 2 (95-98)# 6 Exhibit 3
(99-104)# 7 Exhibit 4 (105-114)# 8 Exhibit 5 (115-122)# 9 Exhibit 6 ( 123-129)# 10 Exhibit 7
(130-133)# 11 Exhibit 8 (134-140)# 12 Exhibit 9 (14 1-150)# 13 Exhibit 10 (151-153))(Tan,
Stephen) (Entered: 08/13/2004)

08/19/2004 @22 | REPLY, filed by Defendants CTI Group (Holdings) Inc, Centillion Data Systems LLC, TO
RESPONSE to 20 MOTION to Dismiss or i the Alternative o Transfer (Altachments: # 1
Certificate of Service)(Badine, Brian) Text Modified on 8/20/2004 (LS, ). (Entered: 08/19/2004)

10/12/2004 @23 | MINUTES OF STATUS CONFERENCE: JCC; Dep Clerk: JM; CR: Joe Roth; Counsel:
Tan/Belusko/Bodine; Called, counse] advises the Court of status, Court dl.rects CQUnsel to be
guided by Local Civil Rule 16 in completing discovery and filing dispositlv? motions. Note d'“xat
all depositions, discovery and perpetuation, must be completed before the discovery completion
date,

12/15/2004 3:31 PM
taof 5
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Jury instructions, if any, are to be filed with the Clerk and shall include an original version and
two copies thereof, each numbered sequentially and with citations, and one copy on plain white
paper without numbering or citations. Counsel are advised that the Court will rely primarily upon
the Manual of Model Jury Instructions for the Ninth Circuit in preparation of final instructions for
submission to the jury.

Counsel are advised that this case is one of several cases set for the week described below,
Counsel must be prepared to commence trial as scheduled, but it must be understood that
the trial may have to be continued. The Clerk should be contacted as the trial date approaches
for further information regarding the calendar.

Pretrial and trial schedule are set as follows: Jury Trial set for 10/3/2005 09:30 AM before John C

} Coughenour, Pretrial Order due by 9/23/2005; Pleading amendment/3rd pty action due by
12/17/2004; 39.1 mediation to be completed by 8/19/2005; Trial briefs to be submitied by

9/29/2005; Voir dire/jury instructions due by 9/29/2005; (JM, ) (Entered: 10/12/2004)-

11/12/2004 @24 | ORDER Granting Defendant's Motion 20 to Transfer Case to Southern District of Indiana and
Denying MOTION to Dismiss by Judge John C Coughenour, (LMS, ) (Entered: 11/15/2004)

11/19/2004 @25 | ANSWER to Amended Complaint with Jury Demand and Counterclaim, by Centillion Data
Systems LLC.(Mar, Andrew) Modified text on 12/9/2004 (AF, ). (Entered: 11/19/2004)

12/05/2004 @26 | ANSWER to Complaiat Counterclaim by Qwest Corporation, Qwest Communications

Corporation, re 25 ANSWER to Amended Complaint with Jury Demand and Counterclaim.(Tan,
Stephen) Modified text on 12/9/2004 (AF, ). (Entered: 12/09/2004)

12/15/2004 3:31 PM
of 5
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Yl UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON
? AT SEATTLE
. LA
Z C04-1088C
¢{) 11 | QWEST CORFORATION, '
' 2 Flaintiff, COMPLAINT FOR
AN v DECLARATORY JUDGMENT OF
K 12 : NONINFRINGEMENT AND
N CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC.and | 5309570 @ " US. PATENT NO.
-:)\ 14 | CTI GROUP (HOLDINGS) INC., Rl
Ny 15 Defendants. JURY DEMAND
~N i

Plaintiff QWEST CORPORATION (“Qwest™), by and through its attorneys, hercby

17

allcpes, upon personal knowledge with respect to itself and its own acts, and upon information
18

and belief with respect to all other matters, the following claims for declaratory relief against
19

Defendants CTI GROUP (HOLDINGS), INC. and CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
20

(“Defendents™);
2]

1, This is an action for a declaratory judgment of patent noninfringement and

22

invalidity for the purpose of resolving a question of actual controversy hetween the parties, as
23

alleged herein.
24

JURISDICTION
25 ' . ..
2. This Court has jurisdiction over these claims for declaratory relief arising

26

under the patent laws of the United States, 35 U.S.C. §§ 1 et seq., pursuant to 28 US.C.
27

§ 1338(a) and the Federal Declaratory Juggment Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201 and 2202. Upen
29 BROWN REAVIS & MANNING PLLC

COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY JUDGMENT QF 1201 THIW AYENUF, SUITY 320

NONINFRINGEMENT AND INVALIDITY OF U.S, PATENT SEATILE, WASHINGTON 98101

NQ. 5287,27¢ - PAGE | (205) 292-5300
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1 | information and belief, Defendants conduct business in and have substantial contact with the

2 | State of Washington such that requiring Defendants to respond to this action will not violate

3 | due process. Upon information and belief, Defendants are subject to the personal jurisdiction
4 | ofthis Court and are amenable to service of process pursuant to the Washington long-arm
5 | statute and Fed. R. Civ. P, 4(g).
6 3. Venue is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1391, Plaintiff has engaged in
7 ¥ activity in this judicial district alleged to infringe the Patent in Suit, which is purportedly
8 | owned by the Defendants, In pacticular, Plaintiff has offered ta sell allegedly infringing
9 | services and/or products to many customers located in this district.
10 4, There is an actual controvergy between the partics with regard to the non-

11 | infringement of United States Patent No. 5,287,270 (the “270 patent”). A reasonable

1'2 apprehension of a suit for infringement of the 270 patent has beog created by the Defendants
13 | or those acting by or for the Defendants with respeet to the ability of Qwest to make, uss, sell,
14 § and/or offer to sell at least some of its products and services, |

15 PARTIES

16 5. Plaintiff Qwest Corporation is a corporation organized and existing under the
17 | laws of Colorado, having its principal place of business at 1801 California, Denver, Colorado
18 | 80202.

19 6. Upon information and belicf, Centillion Data Systems, LLC, (*CDS") iy a

20 | Delawarc corporation, having its principal place of business at 333 North Alabama Street,

21 | Indianapolis, Indiana 46204, Upon information and belief, CDS does business in this district.
22 7. Upen information and belief, CTI Group (IIoldings), lnc., ("CTIG™)is a

23 | Delaware cotparation having its principal place of business at 333 North Alabama Street,

24 | Indianapolis, Indiana 46204, Upon information and belief, CTI( does business in this

25 1 distriet.

26 8. Upon information and belief, CTIG and CﬁS are providers of billing and

27 | customer management software and services to the communications and utility markets,

28 BROWN REAVIS & MANNING PLLC
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9. Upon information and belief, Defendant CDS is the assignee of the '270 patent,
entitled “Billing System,” issued February 15, 1994, The '270 patent on its face indicates it
was assigned to Compucom Communications Corp. Upon information and belief, the 270
patent was subsequently assigned to Centillion Data Systems, Inc., and then assigned to CDS.
A true and correct copy of the 270 patent is attached as Exhibit L.

10.  Upon information and belief, CTIG is the parent company of CDS and owns
ten percent (10%) or more of its membership intercst. Threats of suit against Qwest regarding
the 270 patent have been made by and oo behalf of CTIG.

11.  On September 13, 2002, CTIG, through its counscl, sent a letter to Qwest
Communications International, Tac. indicating that through its subsidiaries it has obtuined
certain patents including the *270 patent. A true and correct copy of this Jetler is attached
hereto as Exhibit 2.

12, Inits Septcmber 13, 2002 letter, CTIC asserted that it “has successfully
litigated, nogotiated and licensed the usage of this patented process to corporate entities such

as AT&T, Ameritech, and SBC, among many other major settlements that have been

* confidentially reached after the initiation of litigation.”

13, CTIG added, in its September 13, 2002 letter, “After initial investigation mto
Qwest's product/service suite, and hased upon that research, we anticipate that a similar
arrangement between CTIG and Qwest Communications is appropriate for both parties.”

14, Qwest's counsel responded on Septomber 30, 2002, indicating (hat the
September 13, 2002 letter was referred to counscl for Qwest for reply and that Qwest would
investigate CTIG's claims. A truc and correct copy of this letter is attached hereto as Exlubit
3.

15, OnFcbruary 25, 2003, CT1G’g counsel sent Qwést's counsel a letter wherein
CTIG admitted that Qwest’s Logic, BillMate, and Integratad Access Billing Systems Services

BROWN REAVIS & MARNNING FLLC

COMPLAINT FOR DECL.ARATORY JUDGMENT OF 1201 THiRD Avynuy, SUITE 320
NONINFRINGEMENT AND INVALIDITY OF U.S, PATENT SRATTLE, WASHINGTUR 98101
NOQ. 5.287,270 - PAGE 3 {206) 292-6300
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applications do not literally infringe the ‘270 patent. A true and correct copy of this letter is
attached hereto as Exhibit 4.

16.  On November 20, 2003, Qwest’s counsel sent CTIG’s counsel a latter
explaining that Qwest's products did not infringe any claims in CTIG'S patent, A true and
correct copy of this lotter is attached hetreto as Exhibit 5,

177 On February 25, 2004, Centillion .ﬁlcd a First Amendcd Complaint in the U.S.
District Court for the Southern District of lndimna charging “Qwest” and other named
defendants with infringement of the '270 patent, Centillion Date Systems, LL.C v, BellSouth
Comporation, et a),, Case No. 1:04-CV-0073 LIM-WTL.

18.  Bascd on the foregoing, there is an actyal, subsiantial and contmuing
justiciable corttroversy between Plaintiff Qwest and Defendants as to Defendants’ allsgations
that Qwest’s products and services infringe the claims of the 270 patent.

19, Plaintil¥ Qwest therefore seeks a judicial determination and a declaration of the
respective rights and duties of Qwest and Defendants with regard to the "270 patent and the

Qwest products and services. Such a determination and declaration is necessary and

appropriate at this time so that the partics may ascertain their respective rights and duties.
COUNT I

20.  Plaintiff incorporates by reference, as though fully set forth, the allegations
contained in paragraphs 1 through 19 of this Complaint.

21, Plaintiff has not dircotly infringed, contributed o the infringement of, or
induced others to inftinge, any claim of the '270 patent cither literally or under the dactrine of
equivalents.

22.  Oninformation and belief, Defendants are estopped from assetting arscope for
the claims of the 270 patent sutficicnt to cover Qwest products and services because of
staternents made on behalf of the applicant during the pms:ccution of the 270 patent before
the United States Patent and Trademark Office.

. i BROWN REAVIS & MANNING TLLG
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23,  Plaintiff has not willfully infringed any claim of the "270 patent,

24.  Phintiff incorporates by reference, as though flly set forth, the allcgations
contained in paragraphs | through 23 of this Complaint.

25.  The 270 patent is invalid and unenforceable because, inter alia, the 270 patent
was not obtained in a manner consistent with and required by the provisions of Title 35 of the

United States Code, and in particular because it fails to comply with at least the required

condition for patentability under 35 U.S.C. § 103 for non-obviousness in view of the prior art.

MAND FOR JURY TRIAL
Pursuant to Fed. R, Civ. P, 38, Plaintiff Qwest Corporation hereby demands a trial by

jury of all issues so triable.
PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Qwest prays for judgment against Defendants as follows:

A. A declamtory judgmeant that Plaintiff does not infringe, contribute to the
infringemont of, or induce the infringement of, or willfully infringe, any claim of United
States Patent No, 5,287.27¢;

B. A declaratory judgmant that each of the claims of United States Patent
No. 5,287,270 are invalid and unenfotceable;

C. That Defendant, its subsidiaries, affiliates, parent, successors, assigns, officers,
agents, servants, employees, attorneys, and a]] persons acting in concert or in participation
with them, or any of them, be enjoined from asserting any claim of Unitcd States Patent
No. 5,287,270 against Plaintift, |

D.  That this case be decmed exceptional and that Plaintiff by awarded its
reasonable attorneys’ fees pursuant to 35 U.8.C. § 285;

E. That Plaintiff be awarded its costs of suit; and

BROWN REAVIS & MANNING PLLC
COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY JUDQOMENT OF 1201 THIRD AVENUN, SUITE 320
NONINFRINGEMENT AND INVALIDITY OF U,8, FATENT SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98101
NQ. 5,287,270 - PAGH 3 (2406) 2026300
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i F. That Plaintiff be awarded such other and further relief as the Court deems just
7 | end proper.
3 Dated this 11" day of May, 2004,
4 QWEST CORPORATION
By jts Attorneys,
5 4
6 $ko (Pro Huc Vice Pending)
7 Hector G. Gallggos (Pro Hac Vice Pending)
J. Manena Bighdp (Pro Hac Vice Pending)
8 MORRISON & FOERSTER LLF
555 West Fifth Street, Snite 3500
9 Los Angeles, California $0013-1024
10 Telephone: (213) 892-5200
Pacsimile: (213) 892-5454
11
Stephen J. Tan, WSBA No. 22756 .
12 BROWN REAVIS & MANNING PLLC
1201 Third Avenue, Suite 320
13 Seattls, Washington 98101
14 Telephone: (206) 292-6300
Facsimile: {206) 292-6301
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28 . \ BROWN REAVIS & MANNING FLLG
COMPLATNT FOR DECLARATORY JUDGMENT OF 1207 Tinss AYENUE, SUrT 320
NONINFRINGEMENT A s
NO. 5 357270 - PACE § ND INVALIDITY OF U.S. PATENT !im\Tﬂ.r(i,i xﬁ:zmgxg 93101
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA
INDIANAPOLIS DIVISION

CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
Plaintiff,

vs. 1:04-cv-00073-LIM-WTL

CONVERGYS CORPORATION, QWEST

COMMUNICATIONS INTERNATIONAL

INC., and QWEST CORPORATION,
Defendants,

2

QWEST CORPORATION and QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION,
'Plaintiffs,
vs. 1:04-cv-02076-JDT-TAB
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC and

CTI GROUP (HOLDINGS), INC.,
Defendants.

N’ N S N N N S N N N S N N N N N N N N N

ORDER ON MOTION TO CONSOLIDATE

On December 21, 2004, the United States District Court for the Western District of
Washington transferred the declaratoryjudgment action styled Qwest Corporation v. Centillion Data
Systems, LLC, Case No. C04-1088C, to this Court, in which it was given the cause number 1:04-cvy-
02076-JDT-TAB. On January 21, 2005, plaintiffin the case ent;itled:CentiZZion Data Systems, LLC
v. Convergys Corporation, 1l104—cv—00073 -LIM-WTL, filed a motion to consolidate the two actions.
Centillion contends that the two actions involve common issues of law and fact, and that
consolidation would promote judicial efficiency. Qwest does not contest that consolidation is

proper, however, still contends that this Court does not have personal jurisdiction over it.
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The consolidation not being contested, the Court hereby GRANTS Centillion’s motion to

consolidate and further orders the following:

1. The Clerk of the Court shall consolidate the cause captioned Qwest Corporation v.
Centillion Data Systems, LLC, 1:04-cv-02076-JDT-TAB, with the cause captioned
Centillion Data Systems, LLC, 1:04-cv-00073-LIM-WTL, under the 1:04-cv-00073-
LIM-WTL cause number.

2. Qwest’s Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Personal Jurisdiction filed July 7, 2004, is
DENIED as moot in light of the current consolidation. However, Qwest shall have
thirty days from the date of this Order to renew its motion.

3. All Case Management Plan deadlines are hereby VACATED. The parties shall
confer with Magistrate Judge William T. Lawrence to establish deadlines for filing
anew case managementplan. The status conference between Convergys Corporation

and Centillion Data Systems, LLC, remains set for February 24, 2005.

IT IS SO ORDERED this 14™ day of February, 2005.

gARRY J [EY, CHIEF JUD
nited Sfated District Court

Southern District of Indiana

Distribution attached.

A394




Case 1:04-cv-00073-LIM-DKL Document 174 Filed 02/14/05 Page 3 of 3 PagelD #: 1398

Electronically Distributed to:

Vincent J. Belusko
MORRISON & FOERSTERLLP
vbelusko@mofo.com

David C. Campbell
BINGHAM MCHALE LLP
dcampbell@binghammchale.com

Hamish S. Cohen
BINGHAM MCHALE LLP
hcohen@binghammchale.com

James Dimos
LOCKE REYNOLDS LLP
idimos@locke.com

Michael C. Greenbaum
Brank RoMmE,LLP
greenbaum@blankrome.com

Edward Han
HOWREY SIMON ARNOLD & WHITELLP
hane@howrevy.com

Denise Catherine Lane-W hite
BLANK ROME, LLP
lane-white@blankrome.com

Mary B. Matterer
BLANK ROME, LLP
matterer@blankrome.com

Grant S. Palmer
BLANK ROME, LLP.
palmer@blankrome.com

Randall R. Riggs
Locke REYNOLDS LLP

rriggs@locke.com

James W. Riley Jr.
RILEY BENNETT & EGLOFF LLP
iriley@rbelaw.com

Hemant Keeto Sabharwal
BrLAank ROME, LLP
sabharwal@blankrome.com

A395

Matthew J. Siembieda
BLANK ROME, LLP
siembieda@blankrome.com

Leonard D, Steinman
BLANK ROME,LLP
Isteinman@blankrome.com

Joel E. Tragesser
LockE REYNOLDS LLP
jtragesser@locke.com

Mark D. Wegener
HOWREY SIMON ARNOLD & WHITELLP
wegenerm{@howrey.com

Peter S. Weissman
BLANK ROME, LLP
weissman@blankrome,com

Michael Douglas W hite
BLANK ROME, LLP
white@blankrome.com

Distributed via U.S. Postal Service to:

Jill Morgan Ballo

Brian G. Bodine

Andrew M, Mar

DAvIs WRIGHT TREMAINE LLP
1501 4th Ave., Ste 2600
Seattle, WA 98101-1688

Stephen J. Tan

BROWN REAVIS & MANNING PLIC
1201 Third Ave., Suite 320
Seattle, WA 98101




Case l:O4-CV;OOO73-LJM-DKL Document 394 Filed 01/09/08 Page 1 of 48 PagelD #: 8470

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA
INDIANAPOLIS DIVISION

CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
Plaintiff,

VS.

CONVERGYS CORPORATION, QWEST

COMMUNICATIONS INTERNATIONAL,

INC., and QWEST CORPORATION,
Defendants,

1:04-cv-00073-LIM-WTL

QWEST CORPORATION and QWEST -

COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION,
Plaintiffs,

VS,
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, and

CTI GROUP (HOLDINGS), INC.,
Defendants.

N e N N M N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

ORDER ON CLAIM CONSTRUCTION

The parties in this cause, plaintiff, Centillion Data Systems, LLC (“Centillion”), and
defendants, Convergys Corporation, Qwest Communications International and Qwest Corporation
(the later two defendants, collectively, “Qwest”) (all defendants collectively, “Defendants”), pursuant
to the Court’s orders, have briefed the claim terms to be construed in the patent-in-suit, U.S. Patent
No. 5,287,270, Feb. 15, 1994 (the “‘270 patent”). Guided by the' Supreme Court’s opinion in
Markman v. Westview Inst., Inc., 517 U.S. 370, 388-90 (1996) (“Markman II’), and by the Federal
Circuit’s opinions in Markmanv. Westview Inst., Inc., 52 F.v3d 967 (Fed. Cir. 1995) (“Markman I”),
and Phillips v. AWH Corp., 415 F.3d 1303 (Fed. Cir. 2005), to the extent practicable the claim
construction rendered herein will not be a “tentative one” subject to change upon receipt of
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additional information and evidence, but a definitive one based on all of the evidence of record at
this point in the litigation. See Int’l Comm. Mat’ls, Inc. v. Ricoh Co., Ltd., 108 F.3d 316, 318-19
(Fed. Cir. 1997) (noting that district court performed a “tentative construction” of the claim language

to facilitate a decision of the preliminary injunction issue).

I. BACKGROUND

The ‘270 patent is directed to billing systems that may be utilized by a service customer to
manipulate usage and cost information from a service provider, such as a telecommunications
company or credit card company. ‘270 Patent, col. 1, 1. 15-20. According to the ‘270 patent,
increased communication between companies and their clients have increased the need for
companies to analyze the costs associated with this communication in an effort to minimize those
costs and to allocate them properly. Id. col. 1, 1. 35, to col. 2, 1. 7. Prior to the system described by
the ‘270 patented invention, methods used to manipulate telecommunications data, in particular,
were hampered by paper billing itemized by a call-originating station. /d. col. 2, 1l. 8-17. Former
processing methods included non-automated methods of hand sorting daté; semi-automated methods
of manual key-punching or scanning of the paper bill into a computer a system; or automated
methods based on machine-readable tapes from the service provider that contained limited
information, or customer-based recording equipment for providing estimated costs. /d. col. 2,11. 18-
57. But, all of these data collection methods had problems. Id.

According to the ‘270 patent,bthese problems created the need “for a system which provides
to large-volume telecommunicatiohs customers the ability to conveniently and affordably analyze

and manipulate call-detail and other telecommunications transaction information by computer, and
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA
INDIANAPOLIS DIVISION

CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC,
Plaintiff,

VS.

CONVERGYS CORPORATION, QWEST

COMMUNICATIONS INTERNATIONAL

INC., and QWEST CORPORATION,
Defendants,

b4

1:04-cv-00073-LIM-WTL

QWEST CORPORATION and QWEST
COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION,
Plaintiffs,

VS.
CENTILLION DATA SYSTEMS, LLC, and

CTI GROUP (HOLDINGS), INC.,
Defendants.
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ORDER ON CLAIM CONSTRUCTION

The parties in this cause, plaintiff, Centillion Data Systems, LLC (“Centillion”), and
defend.ants, Convergys Corporation, Qwest Communications International and Qwest Corporation
(the later two defendants, collectively, “Qwest”) (all defendants collectively, “Defendants™), pursuant
to the Court’s orders, have briefed the claim terms to be construed in the patent-in-suit, U.S. Patent
No. 5,287,270, Feb. 15, 1994 (the “‘270 patent”). Guided by the‘ Supreme Court’s opinion in
Markmanv. Westview Inst., Inc., 517 U.S. 370, 388-90 (1996) (“Markman II’), and by the Federal
Circuit’s opinidns in Markman v. Westview Inst., Inc., 52 F.3d 967 (Fed. Cir. 1995) (“Markman I"),
and Phillips v. AWH Corp., 415 F.3d 1}03 (Fed. Cir. 2005), to the extent practicable the claim
construction rendered herein will not be a “tentative one” subject to change upon receipt of
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additional information and evidence, but a definitive one based on all of the evidence of record at
this point in the litigation. See Int’l Comm. Mat’ls, Inc. v. Ricoh Co., Ltd., 108 F.3d 316, 318-19
(Fed. Cir. 1997) (noting that district court performed a “tentative construction” of the claim language

to facilitate a decision of the preliminary injunction issue).

I. BACKGROUND

The 270 patent is directed to billing systems that may be utilized by a service customer to
manipulate usage and cost information from a service provider, such as a telecommunications
company or credit card company. ‘270 Patent, col. 1, 1. 15-20. According to the ‘270 Vpatent,
increased communication between companies and their clients have increased the need for
companies to analyze the costs associated with this communication in an effort to minimize those
costs and to allocate them properly. /d. col. 1, 1. 35, to col. 2, 1. 7. Prior to the system described by
the ‘270 patented invention, methods used to manipulate telecommunications data, in particular,
were hampered by paper billing itemized by a call-originating station. Id. col. 2, 11. 8-17. Former
processing methods included non-automated methods ofhand sorting daté; semi-automated methods
of manual key-punching or scanning of the paper bill into a computer a system; or automated
methods based on machine-readable tapes from the service provider that contained limited
information, or customer-based recording equipment for providing estimated costs. /d. col. 2, 11. 18-
57. But, all of these data collection methods had problems. d:

Accordingvto the 270 patent, these problems created the need “for a system which provides
to large-volume telecommunications customers the ability to conveniently and affordably analyze

and manipulate call-detail and other telecommunications transaction information by computer, and
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which provides results which exactly correspond with the information printed on the customer’s
paper bill.” Id. col. 2, 1l. 58-64.

The ‘270 patented invention purports to solve this problem through a system that combines
“standard processing hardware and specially designed software for distributing to . . . éervice
customers . . . bills . . . on diskettes compatible with commonly available small and inexpensive
personal computers for customer-directed display and in-depth analysis.” Id. col. 2,1. 67, to col. 3,
1. 6. The invention includes two major aspects:

One aspect of the invention includes an application software package, capable of
running on a small computer (such as an IBM Personal Computer or compatible

computer), which under the direction of the user can:

1. display the telephone bill (or selected subsets thereof) in its ordinary (paper-
like) format;

2. display the bill (or selected subset thereof) sorted in non-conventional order
(e.g. call detail records sorted by length of call);

3. display a variety of preprocessed summary reports and graphs useful in
analyzing telecommunications costs; and

4. display non-preprocessed reports according to user-formulated ad-hoc
queries.

Another aspect-of the invention involves the use of appropriate method steps and
apparatus and control software for obtaining appropriate billing information from
carriers and physically rearranging this information in such a manner that it is
optimally pre-processed and reformatted into a form appropriate for efficient and
rapid use in subscribers’ personal computers, and writing the information in this
format on compatible diskettes containing [sic] for distribution to subscribers.

These functions may be performed by a third party processor engaged in the

business of providing such services to service providers and their subscribers, or by
the provider itself or perhaps even by a large corporate subscriber.
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Id. col. 3,1. 34, to col. 4,1. 2.

Further details of the ‘270 patented invention will be discussed in the remainder of this Order
as necessary.

The ‘270 patent has eighty-five claims. To sirhplify matters for the Court and the parties, the
Court limited Centillion to asserting five claims against Defendants. Centillion chose to assert
claims 1, 8, 10, 46, and 47, against all Defendantsr In addition, the Court limited the parties to ten
disputed claim terms; however, upon agreed motion bythe parties, the Court allowed them to contest
thirteen terms, fifteen if the Court includes two nuances urged by Defendants.

Most of the disputed terms are contained in independent claim 1 of the ‘270 patent. Claim
1 reads:

1. A system for presenting information concerning the actual cost of a service
provided to a user by a service provider, said system comprising:

storage means for storing individual transaction records prepared by said service
provider, said transaction records relating to individual service transactions
for one or more service customers including said user, and the exact charges
actually billed to said user by said service provider for each said service
transaction; 1

dataprocessing means comprising respective computation hardware means and
respective software programming means for directing the activities of said
computation hardware means;

means for transferring at least a part of said individual transaction records from
said storage means to said data processing means;,

said data processing means generating preprocessed summary reports as

specified by the user from said individual transaction records transferred from

_ said storage means and organizing said summary reports into a format for

storage, and manipulation and display on a personal computer data
processing means;
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means for transferring said individual transaction records including said
summary reports from said data processing means to said personal computer
data processing means; and

said personal computer data processing means being adapted to perform
additional processing on said individual transaction records which have been
at least in part preprocessed by said data processing means utilizing said
summary reports for expedited retrieval of data, to present a subset of said
selected records including said exact charges actually billed to said user.

‘270 Patent, col. 31, 1. 39, to col. 32, L. 6 (emphasis added). As the italicized text above indicates,

33 &4

the disputed terms in claim 1 include “actual cost,” “storage means,” “individual transaction

2% 4¢

records,” “exact charges actually billed,” “data processing means comprising respective computation

2348

hardware means and respective software programming means,” “means for transferring . . . from said

b2 N1

storage means to said data processing means,” “generating preprocessed summary reports,”

A1

“summary report,” “as specified by the user,” “organizing said summary reports into a format for

I ¢

storage, manipulation, and display on a personal computer,” “means for transferring . . . from said
processing means to said personal computer data processing means,” and “said personal computer
data processing means being adapted to perform additional processing.”

The remaining claim term is contained in independent claim 8 and dependent claim 10.
Those claims read:

8. A system for presenting, under control of a user, usage and actual cost
information relating to telecommunications service provided to said user by a
telecommunications service provider, said system comprising:

telecommunications service provider storage means for storing records prepared

by a telecommunications service provider related to telecommunications
usage for one or more telecommunications subscribers including said user,

and the exact charges actually billed to said user by said service provider for
said usage;
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data processing means comprising respective computation hardware means and
respective software programming means for directing the activities of said
computation hardware means;

means for transferring at least a part of the records from said service provider
storage means to said data processing means;

said dataprocessing means generating preprocessed summary reports as specified
by the user from said telecommunications usage records transferred from said
storage means and organizing said summary reports into a format for storage,
manipulation and display on a personal computer data processing means;

means for transferring said telecommunications usage records including said
summary reports from said data processing means to said personal computer
data processing means; and

said personal computer data processing means being adapted to perform
additional processing on said telecommunications records which have been
at least in part preprocessed by said data processing means utlizing said
summary reports for expedited retrieval of data, to present a subset of said

telecommunications usage records including said exact charges billed to said
user.

® % ok

10. A system as in claim 8 wherein said selected records relating to
telecommunications usage and cost comprise at least one telecommunications call
detail record corresponding to a unique telecommunications call to be billed to said
subscriber, said call having a length determined by said telecommunications carrier.
Id. col. 32,1.30,t0 col. 33,1. 10. Asindicated in by the italicized text above, the additional disputed
term in those claims 1s “telecommunications.” Defendants particularly are concerned with the way
the term telecommunications modifies “usage” and “call detail record;” those terms are also
italicized above.

Independent claim 47 and dependent claim 48, also asserted by Centillion against

Defendants, read as follows:
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47. A method for presenting information on a personal computer data processing
means concerning the actual cost of a service provided to a user by a service
provider, said method comprising:

storing individual transaction records prepared by said service provider on a
storage means, said transaction records relating to individual service
transactions for at least one service customer including said user, and the
exact charges actually billed to said user by said service provider for each
said service transaction;

transferring at least a part of said transaction records from said storage means to
a data processing means,

generating preprocessed summary reports as specified by the user from said
individual transaction records transferred from said storage means and
organizing said summary reports into a format for storage, manipulation and
display on a personal computer data processing means;

transferring said preprocessed individual transaction records including said
summary reports from said data processing means utilizing said summary
reports for expedited retrieval of data;

performing additional process of said individual transaction records on said at
least one personal computer data processing means utilizing said summary
reports for expedited retrieval of data;

presenting a subset of said individual transaction records chosen via said at least
one personal computer processing means including said exact charges
actually billed to said user; and

said data processing means and said at least one personal computer processing
means comprising respective computation hardware means and respective
software programming means arranged for directing the activities of said
computation hardware means.

48. A method as in claim 47 wherein said records prepared by said service
provider comprise for each said service customer all information conceming
telecommunications services provided to said service customer and the applicable
billing rates required for said service provider to produce an ordinary
telecommunications bill for that service customer.

Id. col. 36, 11. 8-45.
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II. CLAIM CONSTRUCTION STANDARDS

When construing the ‘270 patent’s claims, the Court must determine the meaning of the
language used before it can ascertain the scope of the claims Centillion asserts are infringed. See
Markman 1, 52 F.3d at 979. In doing so, the Court’s interpretive focus is not the subjective intent
of the parties employing a certain term, but the objective test of what one of ordinary skill in the art
at the tirﬁe of the invention would have understood the teﬁn tomean. See Phillips, 415 F.3d at 1313;
Innova/Pure Water v. Safari Water Filtration, 381 F.3d 1111, 1116 (Fed. Cir. 2004). When the
Court undertakes its duty to construe the claims, it first must look to the intrinsic evidence: the
asserted and unasserted claims, the specification, and the prosecution history. See Phillips, >41 5F.3d
at 1314; Ecolab, Inc. v. Envirochem, Inc., 264 F.3d 1358, 1366 (Fed. Cir. 2001); Vitronics Corp. v.
Conceptronic, Inc., 90 F.3d 1576, 1581 (Fed. Cir. 1996); Markman I, 52 F.3d at 979. Most of the
time, such evidence will provide sufficient information for construing the claims. See Vitronics, 90
F.3d at 1583.

1113

The patent claims should ““particularly point out and distinctly clai[m] the subject matter
which the applicant regards as his invention.”” Markman II, 517 U.S. ét 373 (citing 35 U.S.C. §
112). During claim construction, the appropriate starting point for the Court’s inquiry is always the
words of both the asserted and unasserted claims. See Phillips, 415 F.3d at 1314; Elkay Mfg. Co.
v. Ebco Mfg. Co., 192 F.3d 973,977 (Fed. Cir. 1999); see also Renishaw PLC v. Marposs Societa’
Per Azioni, 158 F.3d 1243, 1248 (Fed. Cir. 1998). As the Federal Circuit has noted, “[c]ommon
words, unless the context suggest otherwise, should be interpreted according to their ordinary

meaning.” Desper Prods., 157 F.3d at 1336 (citing York Prods., Inc. v. Central Tractor Farm &

Family Ctr.,99F.3d 1568, 1572 (Fed. Cir. 1996)). See also Phillips,415F .3d at 1314 (citing Brown
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v. 3M, 265 F.3d 1349, 1352 (Fed. Cir. 2001)). Further, when there are several common meanings
for a term, “the patent disclosure serves to point away from the improper meanings and toward the
proper meaning.” Renishaw, 158 F.3d at 1250. Accord Phillips, 415 F.3d at 1315-17 (discussing
the role of the specification in claim construction).

The correct claim construction is also the one that “stays true to the claim language and most
naturally aligns with the patent’s description of the invention.” Renishaw, 158 F.3d at 1250. See
also Phillips, 415 F.3d at 1316. That descriptioh, or specification, serves an important purpese. In
it, the patentee must provide a written description of the invention that would allow a person of
ordinary skill in the art to make and use the invention. See Phillips, 415 F.3d at 1313-14; Markman
1,52 F.3d at 979. Th¢ applicable statute requires that “[t]he specification shall contain a written
description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making and using it, in such full,
clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains . .. to
make and use the same . ...” 35 U.S.C. § 112, § 1. See also Phillips, 415 F.3d at 1312, 1315;
Johnson Worldwide Assocs., 175 F.3d at 993. Therefore, to discover the correct meaning of a
disputed claim term, the Court must refer to the specification’s description of the invention.

In addition, a patentee may be his or her own lexicographer and use terms in a manner
different from their ordinary meaning. See Phillips, 415 F.3d at 1316; Johnson Worldwide Assocs.,
175 F.3d at 9990; Vitronics, 90 F.3d at 1582. Ifthe patentele chooses to do that, he or she must clearly
state the special definition in the specification or file history of the patent. See Phillips, 415 F.3d
at 1316 (citing CCS Fitness, Inc. v. Brunswick Corp., 288 F.3d 1359, 1366 (Fed. Cir. 2002)). The
specification then serves as a dictionary when it defines terms, either expressly or by implication,

that are used in the claims.
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Although claims must be read in light of the specification, limitations from the specification
may not be read into the claims.' See Phillips, 415 F.3d at 1323; Comark, 156 F.3d at 1186. In
particular, the Court should not limit the invention to the specific examples or preferred embodiment
found in the specification. See Phillips, 415 F.3d at 1323; Texas Instruments, Inc. v. United States
Int’l Trade Comm 'n, 805 F.2d 1558, 1563 (Fed. Cir. 1986). Therefore, the “repetition in the written
description of a preferred aspect of a claim invention does not limit the scope of an invention that
is described in the claims in different and broader terms.” Laitram Corp. v. NEC Corp., 163 F.3d
1342, 1348 (Fed. Cir. 1998). See also Phillips, 415 F.3d at 1323 (describing how to distinguish
between a best mode disclosure and a limitation disclosure in a specification).

Interpreting the meaning of a claim term ““is not to be confused with adding an extraneous
limitation appearing in the specification, which is improper.”” Laitram, 163 F.3d at 1348 (quoting
Intervet Am., Inc. v. Kee-Vet Lab., Inc., 887 F.2d 1050, 1053 (Fed. Cir. 1989) (further citation
omitted by Intervet court)). See also Innova/Pure Watér, 381 F.3dat 1117. Anextraneous limitation
is a limitation added “wholly apart from any need to interpret what the patentee meant by particular
words and phrases in the claim™ Hoganas 4B v. Dresser Indus., Inc., 9 F.3d 948, 950 (Fed. Cir.
1993). See also th‘ll‘ips, 415 F.3d at 1323; Renishaw, 158 F.3d at 1249. Although there is a fine
line between reading a claim in light of the specification and reading a limitation from the
specification into the claim, the Court must look cautiously to the specification for assistance in

defining unclear terms. See Phillips, 415 F.3d at 1323-24; Innova/Pure Water, 381 F.3d at 1117.

'An exception to this rule applies when the claim is written in a means- or step-plus-
function format under 35 U.S.C. § 112, 6. The rules of claim construction relative to those
types of claims are discussed later herein.
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The third source of intrinsic evidence is the ‘270 patent’s prosecution history. See Phillips,
415 F.3d at 1317; Desper Prods., 156 F.3d at 1336-37; Vitronics, 90 F.3d at 1582. In a patent’s
prosecution history the Court will find a complete record of the proceedings before the PTO leading
to issuance of the patent. See Vitronics, 90 F.3d at 1582. The prosecution history contains both
express representations made by the patentee concerning the scope of the patent, as well as
interpretations of claim terms that were disclaimed during the prosecution. See id. at 1582-83; see
also Phillips, 415 F.3dat 1317; Ecolab, 264 F.3d at 1368. Although the prosecution history is useful
for understanding claim language, it “cannot erﬁarge, diminish, or vary the limitations in the claims.”
Markman I, 52 F.3d at 979 (quotations omitted).

In some cases, it may be necessary for the Court to consult extrinsic evidence to aid it in
construing the claim language. See Phillips, 415 F.3d at 1317; Vitronics, 90 F.3d at 1584. Extrinsic
evidence is any evidence outside of the patent and prosecution history, “including expert and
inventor testimony, dictionaries, and learned treatises.” Markman I, 52 F.3d at 980. See also
Phillips, 415 F.3d at 1317. It may be used to assist the Court’s understanding of the patent, or the
field of techmology. See Markman 1, 52 F.3d at 980-81. However, “éourts [should] not rely on
extrinsic evidence in claim construction to contradict the meaning of claims discernible from
thoughtful examination of the claims, the written description, and the prosecution history—the
intrinsic evidence.” Pitney Bowes, Inc. v. Hewlett-Packard Co., 182 F.3d 1298, 1308 (Fed. Cir.
1999) (emphasis in original) (citing Vitronics, 90 F.3d at 1583).: Judg'es are not usually “conversant
in the particular technical art involved,” or capable of reading the patent specification and claims as
one skilled in the art might. See Markman I, 52 F.3d at 986; see also Pitney Bowes, 182 F.3d at

1308-09. Therefore, “consultation of extrinsic evidence is particularly appropriate to ensure that [the
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Court’s] understanding of the technical aspects of the pétent is not entirely at variance with the
understanding of one skilled in the art.” Pitney Bowes, 182 F.3d at 1309. See also Phillips, 415 F.3d
at 1318. When the Courtrelies on extrinsic evidence to assist with claim construction, and the claim
is susceptible to both a broader and a narrower meaning, the narrower meaning should be chosen if
it is the only one clearly supported by the intrinsic evidence. See Digital Biometrics v. Identix, 149
F.3d 1335, 1344 (Fed. Cir. 1998); see also Phillips, 415 F.3d at 1317-19 (discussing the proper use
of extrinsic evidence). It is entirely proper for the Court to accept and admit extrinsic evidence, such
as an expert’s testimony, to educate itself, but then base its construction éolely on the intrinsic
evidence. See Mantech Envt’l Corp. v. Hudson Envt’l Servs., Inc., 152 F.3d 1368, 1373 (Fed. Cir.
1998).

Further, the Federal Circuit has taken special note of the use by courts of a specific type of
extrinsicevidence: dictionaries. Inits Vitronics opinion, the court explained that although technical
treatises and dictionaries are extrinsic evidence, judges are free to consult these resources at any time
in order to get a better understanding of the underlying technologies. 90 F.3d at 1584 n.6. The
Vitronics court stated that judges may rely on dictioﬁaries when construing claim terms as long as
the dictionary definition does not contradict the defmition found in, or ascertained by, a reading of
the patent. Id. The Federal Circuit affirmed this approach in Phillips. 415 F.3d at 1322-23.

Several claim terms disputed by the parties are written in means-plus-function format
pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 112, 1 6. Claim elements of the ‘270-'pater‘ﬁ that are written in a means-
plus-function format under 35 U.S.C. § 112, § 6, require special rules of construction. When a

patentee uses such an element, he or she is subject to the following statutory provision:
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[a]n element in a claim for a combination may be expressed as a means . . . for

performing a specified function without the recital of structure, material, or acts in

support thereof, and such claim shall be construed to cover the corresponding

structure, material, or acts described in the specifications and equivalents thereof.
35U.8.C. §112,96. See also Mas-Hamilton Group v. LaGard, Inc., 156 F.3d 1206, 1211 (Fed. Cir.
1998).

For an element in a means-plus-function format, the “means” term “is essentially a generic

27

reference for the corresponding structure disclosed in the specification.” Chiuminatia Concrete
Conceptsv. Cardinal Indus., 145 F.3d 1303, 1308 (Féd. Cir. 1998). See also Mas-Hamilton Group,
156 F.3d at 1211 (quoting Chiuminatta Concrete Concepts, 145 F.3d at 1308). By using this format,
a patentee is allowed to claim a function without expressing all of the possible means of
accomplishing that function. See O.1. Corp. v. Tekmar Co., 115 F.3d 1576, 1583 (Fed. Cir. 1997).
“The price that must be paid for use of that convenience is limitation of the claim to the means [or
acts] specified in the written description and equivalents thereof.” /d.

Thus, a claim expressed in means-plus-function language constitutes an exception to the rule
that prohibits reading limitations from the specification into the claims. See Valmont Indus., Inc. v.
Reinke Mfg. Co., 983 F.2d 1039, 1042 (Fed. Cir. 1993). When dealing with a means-plus-function
claim, specific alternative structures to accomplish the function mentioned in the spéciﬁcations, and
equivalents thereto, delineate the scope of the patent claim. See Mas-Hamilton Group, 156 F.3d at
1211; Serrano v. Telular Corp., 111 F.3d 1578, 1583 (Fed. Cir. 1997). The alternative structures
must be specifically identified, not just mentioned as possibililfies, in order to be included in the
patent claim’s scope. See Fonar Corp. v. Gen. Elec. Co., 107 F.3d 1543, 1551 (Fed. Cir.), cert.

denied, 522 U.S. 908 (1997).
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III. DISCUSSION
A. “ACTUAL COST” & “EXACT CHARGES ACTUALLY BILLED”

The first disputed claim terms are “actual cost” and “exact charges actually billed.”
Centillion contends that actual cost means “the real, not estimated, cost of a service.” In addition,
Centillion argues that actual cost is not a limitation because it appears in the preamble and does not
give life, meaning or vitality to the claim. Moreover, Centillion states that exact charges actually
billed means “the rated transaction cost assigned to each individual transaction record.”

In contrast, Defendants argue that actual cost means “the cost of the service as billed to the
customer, reflecting all charges, discounts, fees, payments, adjustments, taxes and any other items
affecting the final bill as shown in the corresponding paper bill.” In other words, actual cost deals
with the entire service provided to the customer. But, Defendants contend, exact charges actually
billed means “the charge owed by and billed to the service customer for each transaction, including
taxes, discounts, or adjustments for each transaction.”

The Court agrees with Centillion that the term “actual cost” is not a limitation. To resolve
whether or not language in the preamble of a claim is a limitation, the C;)urt must review the entire
patent to ascertain what the inventors intended to encompass by the claim. Catalina Marketing Int’],
.fnc, v. Coolsavings.com, Inc., 289 F.3d 801, 808 (Fed. Cir. 2002). “[A] preamble limits the
invention if it recites essential structure or steps, or if it is ‘necessary to give life, meaning, and
vitality’ to the claim.” Id. (quoting Pitney Bowes Inc. v. Hewlé'tt.—Packard Co., 182 F.3d 1298, 1305
(Fed. Cir. 1999)). The Federal Circuit has found that a preamble limits a claim in the following
instances: when the claim is in the format required by 37 C.F.R. § 1.75; when the claim, or future

claims, depend on the preamble for antecedent basis; when the preamble is necessary for
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. understanding something in the body of the claim; when the preamble recites additional structure
or steps underscored as important by the specification; and when there is clear reliance on the
preamble during prosecution to distinguish the invention over prior art. Catalina Marketing, 289
F.3d at 808. However, “a preamble is not limiting ‘where a patentee defines a structurally complete
invention in the claim body and uses the preamble only to state a purpose or intended use for the
invention.”” Id. (quoting Rowe v. Dror, 112 F.3d 473, 478 (Fed. Cir. 1997)). Here, the term actual
cost appears in the following three phrases: “A system for presenting information concerning the
actual cost of a service provided to a user by a service provider, . . .,” ‘270 Patent, col. 31, 1. 39-41;
“A system for presenting, under control of a user, usage and actual cost information relating to
telecommunications service provided to said user by a telecommunications service provider, . . .,”
id. col. 32, 11. 30-33; “A method for presenting information on a personal computer data processing

" means concerning the actual cost of a service provided to a user by a service provider, ....” Id. col.
36, 1. 8-11. In all of these phrases the term actual cost describes the intended use for the system or
method defined by the claim elements. Furthermore,. thereisnodep endence on this language for any
ofthe claim elements; the elements comprise a stand-alone system or meﬁlod. As such, “actual cost’.’
is not a claim limitation.

The term*“exact charges actually billed” is included as a claim element. With respect to this
term, again, the Court largely agrees with Ceptillion and concludes that this phrase means “the rated
cost assigned to each individual transaction record.” The major difference between Centillion’s
construction and Defendants’ construction is the addition of the “including all taxes, discounts, or
adjustments for each transaction” language in Defendants’ construction. This later language is

unnecessary and goes beyond the plain meaning of the language of the claim.
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The ‘270 patent explains the significance of having a system that can store and manipulate
the actual, rather than estimated, charges for a service transaction. This is one of the major
advantages of the ‘270 patented invention over prior art. As explained in the ‘270 patent
specification, prior art systems for analyzing service transaction information relied on either non-
automated methods, see ‘270 Patent, col. 2, 11. 20-28; machine-readable methods that used “unrated
call information (i.e. the records do not include the cost of the call) or lack certain rating details
without which it isimpossible to exactly reconcile information . . . with the paper bill[,]” see id. col.
2, 1l. 32-35; or a customer-applied apparatus to track outgoing transactions that used a rating
algorithm that “arrive[d] at an approximate cost for each transaction.” /d. col. 2,1.47. In contrast,
the ‘270 patented system “provides results which exactly correspond with the information printed
on the customer’s paper bill.” Id. col. 2, 1l. 63-64. In other word, the service provider’s rate is not
estimated, it has already been applied.

That this “exact” information is the “rated” information is further described later in the
specification:

In the specific case of telephone billing, the bulk of the billing information used or

supplied by a telecommunications carrier to the third-party processor for the purpose

of preparing customer bills would consist of telephone-call-detail records including

a carrier-assigned customer identification code, the originating station number, the

called station number, a billing code classifying the type of call (e.g., night, evening

or day), the length of the call, and the actual billed cost of the call according to the

carrier’s tariffs, volume discounts, and other billing plans. The carrier provides

additional billing records to account for equipment rental charges, monthly service

fees, payments, adjustments, taxes, and any other items-affecting the amount billed

to the customer.

Id. col. 4,11.3-17. Theterm “rate” merely applies the “carrier’s tariffs, volume discounts, and other

billing plans” to the specific individual transaction. This passage also confirms that Defendants’
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proffered construction would include too much because taxes and other non-transaction-related costs
are not included in the “actual billed cost of the [service],” rather, those expenses are “additional
billing records.”

Furthermore, in the claims of the ‘270 patent, the term exact charges actually billed is used
with reference to each service transaction, or a telecommunications usage record. 1d. col. 31,11. 46-
47;id. col. 32, 11. 34-39; col. 36, 11. 12-18. Such a link supports the conclusion that exact charges
actually billed refers to the rated cost of a particular service transaction.

For these reasons, the Court concludes that “actual cost” is not a claim limitation. Further,
the term “exact charges actuallybilled” means “the rated cost assigned to each individual transaction

record.”

B. “STORAGE MEANS FOR STORING”

Centillion asserts that the term storage means is not written in means-plus-function format
and need not be construed under 35 U.S.C. § 112, § 6, because the term recites sufficient structure
by itself. Centillion claims that one of ordinary skill in the art would coﬁsider the term to have the
meaning found for “storage” in the Federal Standard 1037, Telecommunications Glossary from the
Office of Technology and Standards (“Federal Standard 10377): “A device consisting of electronic,
electrostatic, electrical, hardware or other elements into which data may be entered, and from which
data may be obtained, as desired.” Therefore, Centillion conténds, sforage means should be given
its ordinary meaning in the context of the ‘270 patented invention: “any electronic or optical storage
medium compatible with the data processing means.” Centillion also argues that if the Court were

to agree with Defendants’ contention that the term storage means should be construed as a means-
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plus-function term, then the structure that corresponds to the function of “storing” is “magnetic tape
or other magnetic media, and equivalents thereof.”

As the Court just alluded to, Defendants contend that storage means should be construed
pursuant to § 112, § 6. Defendants argue that the references cited by Centillion in support of its
argument tﬁat the term itself cites sufficient structure were not available in 1989, when the original
application was filed, or in 1994 when the 270 patent issued. Moreover, Defendants cite a litany
of cases that construe similar terms under § 112, § 6, because the term “storage” does not convey
sufficient structure alone. Therefore, Defendants assert that the function of the term storage means
is “storing individual transaction records prepared by said service provider,” and that the
corresponding structure is “service provider accounting database, magnetic tape or disk.”

Under the circumstances presented in this case, the Court agrees with Centillion to the extent
that the term storage means for storing should be given its ordinary meaning to one skilled in the art
at the time of the invention. The Court cannot agree with Centillion’s definition as proffered,
however, because the definition includes the disputed term storage, whichisnot helpful. Asaresult,
the Court construes the term storage means for storing to mean “a device capable of receiving,
retaining and supplying data.”

The plain meaning of a storage means is a device that can store data. In Gemstar-TV Guide
v. International Trade Commission, 383 F.3d 1352 (Fed. Cir. 2004), the Federal Circuit construed
the term “storage means in a data processor” in a patent that taught the control of a television set by
an electronic system, which received television program schedule information for electronic
manipulation and display. Id. at 1358, 1370. The Gemstar-TV Guide court explicitly found

erroneous the International Trade Commission’s (“ITC’s”) holding that storage means did not have
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a clear meaning to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. Id. at 1371,

Specifically, the Federal Circuit stated:
The ITC initally held that “storage means” did not have a clear meaning to one of
ordinary skill in the art. Our consideration of technical dictionaries reveals
otherwise. See Inverness Med. Switz. GmbHv. Warner Lambert Co.,309 F.3d 1373,

1378 (Fed. Cir. 2002) (noting that technical dictionaries are useful in “providing
specialized meanings as used in particular fields of art”).

* ok K

... [D]ictionaries . . . defined “storage” as ‘“{a] device capable of receiving data,
retaining them for an indefinite period of time, and supplying them upon command,”
[Charles J. Sippl,] Computer Dictionaryat473 [(4™ ed. 1986)], and “a device, or part
of a device, that can retain data,” [Jerry M. Rosenberg,] Dictionary of Computers/,

Data Processing, and Telecommunications] at 504 [(1984)].

Id. at 1371-72 (citation to ITC opinion omitted).

Although there is no debate in the Gemstar-TV Guide case about whether the term “storage
means” is a means-plus-function term, its holding is instructive about whether or not there was a
plain meaning for that term in the mid-1980s, which there was. In addition, the ordinary meaning
of the term storage has not changed significantly from that time period. This is evidenced by
Centillion’s 2007 on-line version of the Federal Standard 1037 definition for storage: “A device
consisting of electronic, electrostatic, electrical, hardware or other elements into which data may be
entered, and from which data may be obtained, as desired.”

That this ordinary meaning gives sufficient structure to the term storage means is consistent
with the usage of the term in the claims of the ‘270 patent. The term étorage means in the claims of
the ‘270 patent clearly refers to a device that can hold data. See, e.g., ‘270 Patent, col. 31, 1. 42-43

(“storage means for storing individual transaction records . . .”); id. col. 31, 1l. 53-55 (*“means for

transferring at least a part of said individual transaction records from said storage means to said data
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processing means™); id. col. 31, 1. 57-59 (“said individual transaction records transferred from said
storage means . . .”); see also, e.g., id. col. 32, 11. 34-35 (“telecommunications service provider
storage means for storingrecords . . .”); id. col. 32, 1. 45-46 (“means for transferring at least a part

of the records from said service provider storage means . . .”); id. col. 36, 1. 12-13 (“storing

3

individual transaction records prepared by said service provider on a storage means . . .””). Similarly,

the ‘270 patent specification teaches that

The billing information may be received from one or more telecommunications
carriers via magnetic tape, disk, or data communications lines (referred to hereafter
for simplicity as “billing tape” or simply “tape”). The information is received in
formats roughly corresponding to the logical record layouts according to which that
information is stored in each carrier’s data processing facilities. '

Id. col. 7,11. 15-19. The ‘270 patent also teaches: “Two additional activities are performed during
the mainframe processing segment to prepare the data for transfer to a ‘PC Processing’ network.”
Id. col. 8, 11. 34-36. In other words, the storage means is a device that can receive, hold and transfer
the requisite data obtained from the service provider. Mére specifically, with respect to the
telecommunications service carrier, the ‘270 patent specifies:

FIGS. 2-1 and 2-2 illustrates [sic] a batch program in which billing information from
one or more telecommunications carriers 10 is received via magnetic media or
telephone communications channels in formats roughly corresponding to the logical
record layouts according to which the information is presently stored in each carrier’s
data processing facilities. Appropriate data is selected from the carrier’s accounting
databases and written to tape 46 in an unstructured, flat-file format. The invention
contemplates that the records for any given communications customer will most
likely appear in several files in a non-serial fashion and consequently will be widely
distributed along the length of the tape. Accordingly, a program TPSBO10 is
responsible for retrieving the information from the tape and performing an extensive
and complex mainframe processing procedure in order to reduce the information to
a form which is sufficiently compact and compatible to be subsequently manipulated
on a personal computer. '

20
A430




Case 1:04-cv-00073-LIM-DKL  Document 394 Filed 01/09/08 Page 21 of 48 PagelD #: 8490

Id. col. 10,1. 66, to col. 11, 1. 16. From these passages it is clear that the storage means is something
that holds data, butit also allows the data to be written to it and also allows the data to be transferred
therefrom to another device.

Based on the manner in which the term is used in the claims and the descriptive passages in
the specification of the ‘270 patent, the Court concludes that the term storage means need not be
construed in accordance with § 112, § 6, because its structure was sufficiently known to one of
ordinéry skill in the art at the time of the invention. As such, the Court concludes that “storage '
means” in the context of the ‘270 patent has its ordinary rpeaning of “a device capable of receiving,

retaining, and supplying data.”

C. DATA PROCESSING MEANS & RELATED LIMITATIONS

1. Data Processing Means

Centillion asserts that the term “data processing means” is not a limitation subject to
interpretation under § 112, § 6, because there is “no function that corresponds to the means
involved.” Rodime PLCv. Seagate Tecﬁ,, Inc., 174 F.3d 1294, 1302 (Féd. Cir. 1999). Moreover,
the plain meaning of the term, as evidenced by the claims and the specification, is “a computer
and/or computer netwoﬂ; able to process data under software control.” In other words, the data
processing means contains hardware and software capable of manipulating data.

Defendants contend that “data processing means” should be iﬁterpreted according to § 112,
9 6, because there is nothing to rebut the presumption that the term is in “means-plus-function”
format. As such, Defendants argue that the functions of the data processing means are defined in

the second element that contains the disputed term and are “generating preprocessed summary
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reports as specified by the user from said individual transaction records transferred from said storage
means and organizing said summary reports into a format for storage, manipulation and display on
a personal computer data processing means.” ‘270 Patent, col. 31, 1. 56-61. Defendants assert that
the structure that corresponds to tﬁese functions are:
(1) computation hardware means: a mainframe class computer with 9-track tape
system, in combination with a network of personal computers with 9-track tape

system; and

(2) software programming means: mainframe software programs TPSB010 and
TPSB020, in combination with PC software programs SBPROCO01 and SBROCO02.

Joint Cl. Constr. Chart, at 1-2.

The Court concludes that the term data processing means in the ‘270 patent must be
construed in accordance with § 112, 6. The first element in which the term data processing means
appears does not include a function. Instead, that element sets forth the following: “data processing

means comprising respective computation hardware means and respective programming means for
directing the activities of said computation hardware means .. ..” Centillion argues that this fact
conclusively demonstrates that the data processing means should not be construed in accordance
with § 112, 6. In other words, this element describes the structure of the data processing means
with sufficient specificity to rebut the presumption raised by the language “means . . . for.” But, this
conclusion ignores the use of the term in other elements of claim 1, which is improper. See
Phonometrics, Inc. v. N. Telecom, Inc., 133 F.3d 1459, 1465 (Fed. Cir. 1998) (discussing the
importance of looking at all the uses of a term in a claim to infoirm the proper construction for that
term and stating that “[a] word or phrase used consistently throughout a claim should be interpreted

consistently); see also CAE ScreenplateS Inc. v. Heinrich Fiedler GmbH & Co. KG,224 F.3d 1308,
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1317 (Fed. Cir. 2000) (discussing the principle to construe claim terms consistently throughout a
ijatent unless the patent provides differently).

The Federal Circuit’s analysis in Northern Telecom is instructive. In that case, the patent was
directed to a computer device to track the length and associated cost of a telephone call at a particular
extension. /d. at 1462. The only independent claim contained the dispositive term, which was “call
cost register means.” Id. at 1464, The claim element in which the term first appeared read: “call
cost register means, including a digital display, for providing a substantially instantaneous display
of cumulative call cost in dollars and cents . .. .” Id. at 1462 (citation to patent omitted). Although
the Federal Circuit easily determined that a function of the call cost register means was “to display
current, accurate information about the cost of a call[,]” it was not clear whether the limitation had
another function. Id. at 1464-65. The Federal Circuit stated: “Fortunately, we need not rely solely
on the words used in this means clause to determine the requirements of this limitation for there are
otherclausesin claim 1 that inform our construction of the call costregister means and further define
the functions attributed to it by the patentee.” Id. at 1465.

The Northern T _elecom court then looked at two other clausés and concluded that the
“substantially instantanéously’ > limitation required that “the display in the register is current
throughout the duration of the call; the call cost register does not merely display the cost after the
call has ended.” Id. Next, the Northern Telecom court looked at the final clause that contained the
call cost register means term and concluded that:

[wlhen the claim itselfis considered in its entirety, it becomes clear that the call cost

register means has two separate and equally important functions: (1) it provides the

caller with real time, accurate information about the cost of the call via digital display

as the long distance charges accrue during the call; and (2) it reflects the total cost
of the call via the same digital display affer the call has been terminated. [The
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patentee] argues that only the second function is claimed, or that only the second
function is important for determining infringement. We disagree. Both functions are
claimed explicitly in the [] patent, and both are significant for construction.
Id. at 1465-66.
In the case at bar, a second claim element using the “data processing means” term reads:
“said data processing means generating preprocessed summary reports as specified by the user from
said individual transaction records transferred from said storage means and organizing said summary
reports into a format for storage, manipulation and display on a personal computer data processing
means . ...” ‘270 Patent, col. 31, 1. 56-62. Although this element lacks the preposition “for,” this
description requires that the data processing means (1) generate preprocessed summary reports and
(2) organize said summary reports into a format for storage, manipulation and display on a personal
computer data processing means. The Court concludes that these functions are associated with the
data processing means, which raises a presumption that § 112, § 6, applies.
The use of the term “data processing means” in claims 5 and 7 also supports this conclusion.
Claims 5 and 7 read:
5. A system as in claim 1 wherein:
said data processing means comprises a first and a second data processor, said
first data processor being adapted to perform said selection of said records

and said second data processor being adapted to perform said preprocessing
of said selected records.

* k ok

7. A system as in claim 1 wherein said data processing means comprises a single
data processor adapted to perform said selection and said preprocessing operations.

‘270 Patent, col. 32, 11. 16-29. These limitations further specify the structure of the data processing

means for performing the functions of generating and organizing.
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Having concluded that the presumption that the data processing means be construed
according to § 112, 9 6, applies, the Court must consider whether or not the structure identified in
the first element is sufficient to rebut this presumption. The Court concludes that it is not. The
structureidentified in the first element that contains the data processing means term merely identifies
a computer with corresponding operating system software. In other words, a general purpose
computer. Claim 1, however, requires that the data processing means perform specific functions,
which, according to the specification, require a computer to be programed to carry out certain steps,
or to perform a certain algorithm. See, e.g., ‘270 Patent, col. 4, 1l. 32-44. “The structure of a
[computer] programmed to carry out an algorithm is limited by the disclosed algorithm.” WMS
Gaming, Inc. v. Int'l Gaming Tech., 184 F.3d 1339, 1348 (Fed. Cir. 1999). The Court concludes that
there is not sufficient structure for the data processing means disclosed in claim 1 to rebut the .
presumption that § 112, 9 6, applies to the claim term.

The Court turns now to identifying the structﬁre for the data processing means described in
the ‘270 patent specification. See id. Defendants contend that the structure for the computation
hardware means is “a mainframe class computer with 9-track tape system, in combination with a
network of personal cdmputers with 9-track tape system;” and that the structure for the software
programming means is “mainframe software programs TPSB010 and TPSB020, in combination with
PC software programs SBPROCO01 and SBPROC02.” Joint Cl. Constr. Chart, at 1-2.

In contrast, Centillion contends that the structure for the data pfocessing means is a computer
programmed to perform two algorithms. More specifically, the algorithm that performs the
“generating” functionis: “l. Retrieving [individual transactionrecords (“ITRs”)] for a specific user;

2. Processing each ITR to determine which summary report (if any) the ITR should be allocated;
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and, 3. Accumulating the ITRs with each appropriate summary report.” Defs.” Reply Br. at 11
(citing Grimes Decl. § 71). Centillion asserts that the algorithm that performs the “organizing”
functionis: “l. Retrieving each summary report; and 2. Converting the summary report into a PC-
compatible format.” Id. (citing Grimes Decl. § 71).

The Court concludes that the structure for the data processing means disclosed in the
specification of the ‘270 patent is a computer that is programmed to segregate data by customer and
record type, to edit and accumulate the data to produce reports, to create database tables and
additional records for storage, and to convert the data into a PC-compatible data stream. First, the
Court is convinced that the entirety of the data processing necessary to accomplish the functions of
generating preprocessed summary reports and organizing said summary reports for further personal
computing processing occurs in the first stage of the method described generally in column 4 of the
‘270 patent. The “Summary of the Invention” portion of the patent specification states:

The first stage reformats data received from the carrier, segregates the records

pertaining to each subscriber, analyzes billing data for each subscriber to generate a

variety of preprocessed summary reports and graphs, and organizes the data into a

table format suitable for loading into the particular database system used to manage

this data on the subscriber’s personal computer. . . .

The second stage of processing receives the information processed by the first

stage, compresses this information into a more space-efficient format, for each

subscriber writes this information on a diskette compatible with that subscriber’s

personal computer, and generates quality-control information . . . .

‘270 Patent, col. 4, 11. 32-39. Figure 1 reflects the same conclusion because the first step of the
system includes generating reports at 16 and formatting of the processed billing records at 18. Id.

Fig. 1. Likewise, Figures 2-1, 2-2 and 8, which each reflect more detailed descriptions of the first

processing step include the sorting of data by customer; the editing, accumulation, and reformatting
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of data to create reports; the recording of the data in a PC format; and the creation of a PC-
compatible data stream. Id. Figs. 2-1, 2-2, 8.

The Overall System Summary section of the Detailed Description of the Preferred
Embodiment further supports the Court’s conclusion. That section describes a mainframe computer
that sorts the data “by customer identification c‘ode and originating station numbér to group all
records for a particular customer together.” Id. col. 7, 1. 12-31. The same computer then utilizes
an editing and table accumulation program to “generate[] a corresponding output record in the
generic format. In addition, this program accumulates data to produce for each customer a variety
of precalculated summary reports and graphs which are included on the diskette bill and are thus
available for display on the user’s personal computer .. . .” Id. col. 7, 1. 47-53. The patent then lists
the specific types of tables that are generated at this step. Id. col. 7, 1. 56 to col. 8,1. 6. The ‘270
patent teaches that the editing and table accumulation program generates new information records,
and that such records are assigned record-type identifiers that specify “the particular database table
to which the record belongs.” Id. col. 8, 11. 20-33. Based on these passages, the editing and table
accumulation program is clearly associated with the generating ﬁmction of the data processing
means.

Before the datais transferred to thé secondprocessing stage, and “[a]fter theeditingand table
accumulation program has completed, a second sorting step sorts the output file by customer
identification code and record-type identifier to place the records m an optimal order for creating
 diskette bills and for loading the information on the diskette into the database on the user’s personal
computer.” Id. col. 8, 1l. 36-42. This sorting step in the first processing stage is clearly associated

with the organizing function of the data processing means. The patent teaches: “Atthis point, a files
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exists on the ‘maiﬁframe’ computer in which, for each customer . . . all records are grouped
consecutively, and among the records for a particular customer, all records of a specific type are
groupeci consecutively.” Id. col. 8, 11. 43-47.

Similarly, in the Detailed System Description the ‘270 patent associates the generating and
organizing functions with the first stage of pfocessing. With respect to Figure 1, the specification
states that a processor rec.eives customer records from a service provider,

segregates the billing data by subscriber, performs a mainframe computer processing

step 14 to produce a variety of in-depth billing analyses in the form of graphs and

summary reports 16, and reorganizes both raw and analyzed billing data into an

optimal format 18 for storage, manipulation, and display on commonly available

personal computers . . . . ‘
Id. col. 10,11. 1-27. Furthermore, the ‘270 patent states that ““a program TPSBO010 is responsible for
retrieving the information from the tape and performing an extensive and complex mainframe
processing procedure in order to reduce the information to a form which is sufficiently compact and
compatible to be subsequently manipulated [sic] on a personal computer.” Id. col. 11, 1. 11-16.
Figures 2-1 and 2-2 purportedly show that the TBSB010 program “edits and reformats the datainto
a format that the target PC 25 can process.” Id. col. ‘1 1,11 25-27. In éddition to reformating the
original billing records, program TBSB010 accumulates summary reports and graphs for each
customer and incorporates this data as additional records in file 60.” Id. col. 11,11. 38-42. Then, the
program sorts the data by customer nﬁmber and typé to group the records for each customer together.
Id. col. 11, 11. 42-48. A second program, TPSB020, “convert[s].the ciata into a PC-compatible data
stream, which is then stored on a 9-track tape medium in step 74.” Id. col. 11, 1. 49-55.

Defendants contend that the structure is incomplete without reference to the specific

programs disclosed in the ‘270 patent. However, the ‘270 patent specification describes a generic
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invention that does not reference specific programs and a detailed invention that includes the specific
programs. The Court concludes that the generic references are enough for one of ordinary skill in
the art at the time of the invention to deduce the appropriate algorithm for performing the generating
and organizing functions without reference to the more specific programs. As described above, the
Overall System Summary describes that the bulk of the generating function is performed by sorting
the service provider’s data by customer and originating station number, then editing and
accumulating the data to produce summary reports and graphs. /d. col. 7,1. 12 to col. §,1. 7. Then,
the bulk of the organizing function is performed by assigning a record-type identifier, and sorting
the data by customer identification code and record-type identifier. Id. col. 8, 1.

The Court disagrees with Defendants that the functions performed by the second stage or PC
processing stage of the ‘270 patented invention performs the generating and organizing functions
of the data processing means. The Court concludes that the second stage merely writes the
information generated in the first step to one or more diskettes. Id. col. 10, 11. 27-31. According to
the Overall System Summary portion of the specification, a “‘PC Processing’ network” produces
diskette bills from the data generated by the first stage using a data com;;ression algorithm. Id. col.
9,11. 17-62. The Court concludes that this step is not clearly identified in the ‘270 patent with either
the generating or organizing functions of the data processing means. There is no mention in the
second stage of generating any summary reports. Rather, what is generatedis diskettes. Moreover,
there is no reference in the second stage to organizing the summary réports, rather the second stage
condenses the information and writes it to customer-compatible diskettes. This conclusion is

supported by the specification which reads:
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Extensive preprocessing of these billing records is performed to place the records in
a form compatible for use with inexpensive personal computers, and to provide
flexible, efficient access to the original records and to a variety fo summary reports
and graphs accumulated therefrom. In a first processing step, preferably performed
on a large computer, the records are sorted, edited and reformatted into an optimal
organization for further processing on a personal computer. In addition, a variety of
preprocessed summary reports and graphs are prepared for retrieval on the customer’s
computer. . . . In a second step, preferably performed on a network of smaller
computers, the reorganized records and summary reports for each customer are
separated, compressed, and recorded on diskettes compatible with each customer’s
personal computer.

8499

Id. col. 30, 1. 51 to col. 31, 1. 4. According to the ‘270 patent specification, then, the only stage

associated with the generating and organizing functions is the first processing step.

Furthermore, although it is tempting to limit the computer to a mainframe computer as

suggested by Defendants, the patent specification clearly indicates that the mainframe structure is

apreferred embodiment, not a necessary one to perform the data processing step of the method. ‘270

Patent, col. 4, 1. 42 (stating that “[i]n practice, since it is expected that the processor will receive a

large number of records from carriers and the analysis is performed on these records is extensive,

this first stage of processing would be preferably performed on a mainframe-class computer . . . .”).

Similarly, the detailed description of the preferred embodiment contemplates that a mainframe-type

computer would best perform the generating and organizing functions, but leaves room for the

possibilitythat a different computer could perform these functions. The patent reads: “While these

tables could be generated on the subscriber’s personal computer by conventional methods using

information present in call-detail records without the mainframe vprepr‘ocessing contemplated by this

invention, this would require a time-consuming front-to-back scan of the entire contents of the

database.” Id. col. 8, 11. 7-11. Likewise, the Conclusion of the specification evidences that the first
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